rhead 


No 262 DECEMBER 1990 


Nationalist C 


on the month’s news 


The cesspit that is 
British politics 

The atmosphere of gloom and doom 
engendered by the state of our national 
fortunes was relieved by a little bit of hilarity 
on the weekend of November 10/11. It was 
reported that Mr. Richard Needham, a junior 
Northern Ireland minister, had _ been 
proceeding in his car somewhere in the 
province when he had occasion to speak to his 
wife on his car telephone. Believing that his 
conversation with his dearly beloved was 
strictly confidential, he felt free to give vent to 
his inner feelings. After relating how 
thoroughly brassed off he was with his work 
schedule he said of his boss, Mrs. Thatcher: “‘I 
wish that cow would resign.” 

Unfortunately for Mr. Needham, this 
telephone chat was not quite as intimate as he 
imagined. It chanced to be picked up by a 
telephone monitoring device used by a para- 
military organisation, and its details were 
thence passed on to a Belfast news agency. On 
the morning of Sunday, November 11th, the 
whole nation knew about it. A red-faced Mr. 
Needham was obliged to make a token 
apology to the Prime Minister for his 
indiscreet language! 

Now this little incident would be unremark- 
able in itself and would hardly be worth 
commenting upon but for its significance as 


part of a much wider current of feeling. Mr. 
Needham is a politician embarked on a 
political career. His belief that Mrs. Thatcher 
was a “‘cow’’ and that she should resign had not 
prevented him remaining in his post and 
collecting his junior minister’s salary. One was 
left wondering just how widespread in the 
Tory Party and indeed in the Government 
were the kind of feelings that he was unlucky 
enough to get caught expressing. Evidence 
coming to light shortly afterwards would 
indicate that they are very widespread indeed, 
but of course, up to that point, hardly anyone 
had been prepared to come forward and 
proclaim them openly because nearly 


' everyone — among MPs and ministers, that is 


— has his or her nose in the political trough 
and would have had something personally to 
lose by such frank confessions. 

It has now become obvious that Mrs. 
Thatcher’s standing is at an all-time low, not 
least among the MPs of her own party. Why is 
this? Is it because of the sorry state to which 
she has reduced Britain? Is it because, behind 
the long-maintained facade of ‘national 
recovery’ erected by slick Central Office 
propagandists, aided by the tribe of Saatchi & 
Saatchi, there is in fact no national recovery? 
Is it because British industry is headed for 
recession? Is it because crime and _ public 
disorder are escalating by the week? Is it 
because education is in a shambles? Is it 
because our transport system isn’t working? Is 
it because our hospitals are turning away 
patients direly in need of immediate treat- 
ment? Is it because we have race war in our 
cities? No, it is the result of none of. those 
things — because every one of them has been 
evident for many years to people of even 
moderate intelligence and powers of discern- 
ment. All of them most assuredly have been 
evident to people in political life and holding 
political office. But none of this has up to now 
caused more than a tiny ripple on the waters of 
the Thatcher regime. Maggie has remained 
the cat’s whiskers among the Tory faithful 
throughout all the years of national misad- 
venture and national catastrophe over which 
she has presided. 

What has caused this recent revolt in the 
Tory ranks against the Premier is very simply 
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that the Tories, for the first time in more thana 
decade, have been forced to come face-to-face 
with the very real prospect that they may lose 
the next general election. And that, tike 
confrontation with imminent death, concen- 
trates the mind wonderfully! 

Conservative members of parliament, who 
for many years have fawned upon the ‘Iron 
Lady’, fallen over each other to ingratiate 
themse!ves with her and paraded osten- 

atiouslv before the media as loval “Thatcher- 
ites’, now look apprehensively at the state of 
piay in their constituencies and contemplate 
wit’ horror the possibility that they mav lose 
their seats. To the party politician, no more 
ghastly spectre can be imagined. In the case of 
those holding some kind of government office, 
the spectre is magnified vet further. Those 
who yesterday were the grovelling acolytes of 
the Tory leaderess are today sharpening their 
knives and waiting the right moment to jump 
on the anti-Thatcher bandwaggon — which of 
course will be the moment when they perceive 
that it is in a winning position. 

Some of course have hitched themselves to 
that bandwaggon already because events 
pushed them willy-nilly in that direction. One 
of these is Sir Geoffrey Howe, who, without 
exactly declaring open war against the Prime 


‘Minister, has clearly manoeuvred himself into 


a position from which he can align himself with 
the anti-Thatcher forces should they look like 
carrying a large section of the party with them. 
As to what has led Sir Geoffrey to do this, a 
penetrating analysis was provided bv 
Peregrine Worsthorne in his leader_article in 
the Sunday Telegraph on November 11th, in 
which he said:- 


“If Sir Geoffrey Howe had still been Foreign 
Secretary he would not have resigned. He 
would not have much liked Mrs. Thatcher's 
handling of the European issue. But he would 
not have disliked it as much as he liked being 
Foreign Secretary. In other words. his real 
bone of contention with the Prime Minister 
was not so much over Europe as over her 
having taken away a plum job he very much 
enjoyed doing. Personal bitterness, not 
public policy, was what the resignation was 
fundamentally about. 

“This point is not made gratuitously to insult 
Sir Geoffrey, who is a good man. It is made so 
as to contradict the view that there is serious 
Tory opposition to Mrs. Thatcher on Europe. 
Mr. Hurd and Mr. Major, it is said, agree with 
Sir Geoffrey — which is true — the implic- 
ation being that for them, too, Europe could 
be a resigning matter. No it couldn’t, unless 
they, too, were first deprived of their jobs. 
This is not to say that Mr. Hurd and Mr. 
Major are unprincipled. It is simply to say that 
their European disagreements with the Prime 
Minister are not matters of principle.” 


What is clearly implicit in the references to 
Messrs. Hurd and Major is that, faced with the 
prospect of a lost election on the horizon and 
their resulting consignment to the political 
wilderness for a good many years, they can 
find all sorts of attractions in wanting to get rid 
of Maggie, and in the case of at least one of 
them the added attraction of possibly succeed- 
ing her as Tory leader. However, to make a 
stand against the PM on that kind of basis 
would be to reveal themselves for exactly what 
they are: politicians who love office and crave 
for yet higher office. So what has to be found is 
some great issue of policy and principle. The 
European issue is the most convenient one to 


hand, so why not take it up? 

A very similar state of mind can be seen in 
the recent postures of Mr. Edward Heath over 
the Middle East crisis. When Mr. Heath was a 
rising politician back in the 1960s, and when he 
subsequently became Tory leader and Prime 
Minister, he did not distinguish himself by any 
special concern for the cause of the Arabs in 
that area — for to have done so would have 
been to incur the wrath of the most formidable 
lobby and pressure group in British political 
life, a lobby and pressure group well able to 
make and unmake politicians’ careers — as 
was the case with Mrs. Thatcher before she 
became the liability she has now become. 

But now Ted Heath is in his seventies, on 
the Tory backbenches and with no further 
political career prospects. He has nothing to 
lose but his Bexley seat in parliament, and at 
his stage of life and without the likelihood of 
financial hardship it is doubtful whether he is 
unduly concerned even at losing that. 

So Mr. Heath, as a kind of political 
swansong, has leapt dramatically back onto 
the national stage with a highly publicised visit 
to Saddam Hussein and by some public declar- 
ations of a nature highly embarrassing to the 
Government in the concessions they make to 
Arab aspirations and in the twitchings of 
unrest they must surely cause in the Zionist 
camp — the camp which, of course, is the one 
that Mrs. Thatcher is most at pains to please. 

Has Mr. Edward Heath undergone some 
spectacular conversion, the result of some 
blinding moral revelation, since he was in the 
political ‘big time’? Nothing of the sort! If he is 
genuine in his appreciation of the pan-Arabist 
position in the Middle East conflict, he was 
probably no less genuine in that appreciation 
twenty years ago. The difference is that then 
he had a political career which almost certainly 
would have been destroyed had he expressed 
such appreciation publicly, whereas now no 
such prospects beckon him, and he can come 
much closer to saying what he likes. In 
addition to all this, he can have a tilt at the lady 
who displaced him as Tory leader. So why not! 

At this point, enter Tarzan back onto the 
centre of the national stage after a brief period 
in the wings. From Mr. Michael Heseltine 
there came an open letter to his constituency 
party chairman which was clearly very critical 
of the party chief. The first reported reaction 
to this letter was that the constituency party 
rejected it. Thereupon the nation’s news 
media were found to be searching for Mr. 
Heseltine to obtain his comments on this 
presumed rejection. And where was Mr. 
Heseltine at that precise moment? Why, he 
happened to be in Tel Aviv, Israel! That 
Tarzan, at such a crucial moment in his 
political career, should be found to be in such a 
place, instead of back home in Britain, 
provides an interesting insight into the 
Henley-on-Thames Member’s priorities. His 
business in Israel must have been extremely 
important to take him away at such a time, and 
it would seem unlikely in the extreme, 
knowing Mr. Heseltine, that such business was 
unconnected with his campaign to be Tory 
leader. Did Michael perhaps perceive that the 
people with whom he was mixing at that 
particular moment were a power to be 
reckoned with in the matter of determining 
who next would be the head of the Conserv- 
atives in Britain? 

Of all the leading performers in the current 


HESELTINE 
Consumed totally by personal ambition, he will 
do anything, and serve anyone, to get the top 
job 


political drama, Michael Ray Dibdin 
Heseltine most represents evervthing that is 
worst in British political life. From the first 
moment that this man arrived on the Tory 
scene his overweening personal ambition has 
been so transparent that even the dullest 
minds in a party of dullards could perceive it a 
mile off. But this ambition has not been one 
born of any summons to a great national task, 
and of the genuine conviction that fate had 
called him to give a lead in the carrying out of 
that task. It is possible to recognise in the 
history of Britain and Europe men gripped by 
an elemental will-to-power, but who never 
pursued such power for any mean personal 
ends, only ends dictated by a passionate love 
of country and a sense of duty to come to the 
rescue of country in an hour of gravest national 
need. Not so with the will-to-power of Mr. 
Michael Heseltine. Most archetypally of all, a 
man of his time, he has dedicated his life to the 
achievement of the highest political office as 
an end in itself. He is the personification of the 
‘Yuppie’ values and ethics that have consumed 
the soul of his party: the philosophy that sees 
personal achievement as the ultimate self- 
justifying goal of everything, the fulfilment 
being in the reaching of the goal itself and not 
in any great purposes to which it might be 
used. 

Michael Heseltine’s career upward through 
the Tory Party is a study of the contemporary 
politician’s trade. First there is the acquisition, 
through much commercial activity, of great 
financial wealth — as a lever for future aims. 
Then there is the careful series of chosen 
stances on the issues of the day, arrived at not 
by means of any principled judgement of 
national interest but solely with an eye to the 
favour of the patronising and the powerful 
who might clear the way for the ascent of the 
political ladder, as well as that of the mindless 
herds of party conference ‘groupies’ who are 
apt to mistake a sweeping platform gesture. for 
a profound political idea. In the five years 


since he walked out of Mrs. Thatcher’s cabinet 
he has been especially diligent in conducting a 
personal campaign in which every issue has 
been evaluated and pronounced upon with 
one object in mind: the furtherance of the 
leadership ambitions of Michael Heseltine. 
His platform was aptly described in a Sunday 
Times article by Robert Harris last month as 
‘Heseltism’. Of the Heseltine manifesto Mr. 
Harris wrote: “It is a philosophy that is 
distinctive, well thought-out and craftily 
designed to appeal to all sections of the party. 
Continued Harris:- 

“On Europe, Heseltine is anti-federalist (a 

nod to the right), but advocates the creation 

of a European senate, to which the 12 

national parliaments would send represent- 

atives (a gesture to the left). It favours 

economic and monetary union, ‘providing it 

is achieved step-by-step by practical exper- 

ience and not a leap in the dark.’ ” 


And so on in similar vein. ‘Heseltism’, in 
short, is standard ‘mush and slush which 
carefully evades the facing of issues head-on 
and with firm commitment to a definite policy. 
It is the conventional politician’s jargon 
elevated to a fine art, with its only consistent 
feature being its dedication to the political 
advancement of its author and spokesman. It 
contains no grand vision for the nation’s 
future, nor any sign of a preparedness to grasp 
sensitive nettles. It is a pot-pouuri of all the 
familiar cliches, platitudes and double- 
meanings that are the stock-in-trade of the 
office-seeker under the prevailing system. 

It may be that Michael Heseltine will fail to 
achieve his ambition of being Tory leader 
because too many people in the party hate 
him. But this, at one time, could be said of a 
well-known predecessor who in his day was 
the object of equal loathing within the ranks 
and even the hierarchy. That predecessor, as 
we know, eventually saw his ambition fulfilled 
and today has statues to his memory in public 
places all over the country. His secret was that 
he was the right man, in the right place and at 
the right time to carry out the policies of those 
powerful and shadowy figures behind the 
scenes who are the real nation’s rulers behind 
the ridiculous facade of parliament, cabinets 
and elections. Above all, his determination to 
wear the political crown at all costs made him 
the perfect candidate for the nation’s highest 
office, as he would do anything, and serve 
anyone, to achieve his goal. We are now 
talking, of course, of Sir Winston Churchill. 

So Mr. Heseltine may take heart from the 
fact, as established by firm precedent, that 
unpopularity today is not necessarily a barrier 
to the big job tomorrow — so long as one is 
prepared to do the bidding of the people who 
really count. 

This Michael Heseltine is almost certainly 
prepared to do, as his programme incorp- 
orates all the major designs of the one- 
worlders who control his party and _ his 
country. On Europe he is, if not a professed 
federalist yet, an advocate of all the measures 
currently in favour which will lead inexorably 
to federalism. On race and law and order he 
has always been a ‘wet’. In the economic realm 
he favours the reversion of the Bank of 
England to private control — which of course 
would delight the cosmopolitan banking 
fraternity. He is, in effect, tailor-made as an 
executive of the ‘new world order’. 

Contd. overlear 
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WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


Events are presently moving fast, and two 
important developments have occurred since 
the foregoing text was fed into our typesetter. 
On Tuesday, November 13th, Sir Geoffrey 
Howe stood up in the House of Commons and 
delivered his scathing attack on Mrs. 
Thatcher, predictably using the issue of 
Europe as his principal point of opposition to 
the Premier. Of course, as Peregrine 
Worsthorne in the Sunday Telegraph had 
already reminded us, Europe had very little to 
do with it. This attack had been on the cards 
ever since Sir Geoffrey lost his job as Foreign 
Secretary, and all that had to be chosen was 
the precise moment for the attack to have the 
most telling effect. 

The very next day, Tarzan himself, after 

weeks of Will-he? Won't-he? speculation, 
finally threw his hat into the ring and 
announced his intention to challenge Mrs. T. 
in an election for the Tory leadership. Again, 
rhetoric about Europe formed a large part of 
Mr. Heseltine’s arguments against the Prime 
Minister. Again, it is highly doubtful that Mr. 
Heseltine has any passionately strong views 
for or against Britain’s integration into a 
European Order. He has simply perceived the 
realities of British politics in the present day, 
which is that all the powerful forces of 
influence and patronage which can make and 
unmake political leaders are committed 
thoroughly to the European integrationist 
cause. And that is good enough for Mr. 
Michael Heseltine — _ the European 
bandwaggon it must be! 
After the completion of the last paragraph 
we suspended further comment because the 
speed of developments was such that what was 
said on one day might well be rendered out of 
date on the next. We now take up the storv as it 
is on the very last day permitted to us for this 
column to go to the printers on time. 

The two dramatic events which have 
occurred in the very recent past are: (1) the 
Tory leadership ballot, in which Mr. Heseltine 
obtained a far larger vote than appeared likelv 
in all the pre-ballot forecasts; and (2) the 
announcement by Mrs. Thatcher on the 
morning of November 22nd that she would not 
put her name forward for the second ballot, 
thereby effectively giving notice of her resign- 
ation as Tory leader and Prime Minister. By 
the time this issue reaches the reader it is 
probable that the leadership contest will have 
been resolved, but that does not greatly affect 
this commentary. 

What was clear about the result of the first 
ballot, in which Mr. Heseltine achieved 152 
votes to Mrs. Thatcher’s 204, is that a verv 
large number of Tory MPs, when questioned 
by pollsters beforehand about their voting 
intentions, told lies; they stated that they 
would vote for Mrs. Thatcher when quite 
clearly they were going to vote for Mr. 
Heseltine. 

This was no great surprise. The ballot itself 
was secret, but no-one could be sure of 
confidentiality being observed in the case of 
what was said to the pollsters. With 
Westminster seething with gossip, and some of 
that gossip carrying a very high price in the 
world of journalism, no-one could talk to a 
pollster about his or her voting intentions with 
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the certaintv that what was said would not find 
its wav back to Mrs. Thatcher. Very few MPs 
wanted to be put on record as opposed to 
Maggie in a situation in which she retained the 
premiership and the leadership of the partv. 
With everv little political jobber earnestlv 
thinking about his or her future partv career, it 
became obviously necessarv to remain clothed 
in the Thatcherite colours until it was 
absolutelv clear that Mrs. T. was on her wav 
out; then of course the droves of rats could 
desert the sinking ship with the confidence that 
thev had nothing to gain by remaining on 
board. None of us should be surprised at this: 
it is what we should have learned to expect of 
our party politicians. 

When Mr. Heseltine came so close on the 
first ballot, it was quite obvious that from that 
moment on the situation looked bleak for the 
Prime Minister. With the Heseltine band- 
waggon gathering momentum, more and more 
of the party faithful felt able to reveal 
themselves as ‘Heseltists’. By late Wednes- 
dav, November 21st, the inner circle of partv 
‘fixers’ were admitting openly that the 
Thatcher position was becoming more and 
more untenable bv the minute. Bv the 
morning of Thursday, November 22nd, thev 
had clearly come to the conclusion that that 
position was now hopeless, and thev told her 
so. There then followed the dramatic 
announcement of Mrs. Thatcher’s withdrawal 
from the race, signifying what evervone had 
suspected was on the cards for some time: the 
end of the Thatcher era. 

There followed the predictable procession 
of ritual tributes to the woman who has 
presided over Britain’s destinies for the past 
11'4 vears. Of course, evervone said that in 
reaching her decision she had acted nobly and 
selflessly, putting the interests of party and 
country above her own personal interests. This 
was pure poppycock. Mrs. Thatcher did not 
resign because she was prompted to do so by 
patriotic duty; she resigned because she had 
clearly lost the battle and had no alternative. If 
she were to have gone ahead and put her name 
forward for the second ballot, she would 
clearly have been beaten and thus humiliated. 
She declared herself a non-starter because she 
had no other option. 

Whatever happens in the ballot scheduled 
for Tuesday, November 27th, we are near to 
the end of a period of bitter and vicious Tory 
infighting which has done a great deal to bare 
the soul of the party and expose it for the 
squalid Mafia that it is. During the past few 
days in which one party spokesman after 
another has appeared before the TV cameras 
to give his comments on the situation, it has 
been quite laughable to contemplate the 
contrast between the high-sounding words 
employed to impress the viewers and the 
reality of the nasty and brutish dogfight that 
was going on behind the scenes. For a little 
while, the British public were able to get a 
glimpse of their democratically elected 


representatives as they really are — or at least | 


this was the case with those among the public 
with the wit to perceive what was going on 
under the concealment of the altruistic 
rhetoric. The sight was not a pretty one. 
Almost universally, the motive behind every 
public statement and every action of every 
player in the drama was the motive of personal 
careerism, best described by our American 
friends as everyone “watching for his butt.” 


Some press commentators — whether out of 
naivitv or a desire simply to pull the legs of the 
public — have expressed a pained reaction to 
the fact that so manv of those parliamentarians 
whom the ‘Iron Lady’ has helped up the 
political ladder, and who have in turn 
manifested their gratitude in the most fawning 
of public tributes to her, should now be driving 
their daggers into her back. But anvone who 
feels surprise at this simply does not under- 
stand the aature of the beast we refer to as the 
party politician. In a system which attracts to 
itself only those with the shoddiest of 
principles, the smallest of scruples and the 
mightiest of egotistical drives, such behaviour 
should be seeti as completely normal and 
routine. 

So, the Thatcher era has expired. Just what 
does this mean with regard to the direction 
that British affairs are to follow in the future? 
From the masters of the media there will no 
doubt come the message that it means a great 
deal. To the unthinking masses this message 
will probably appear convincing. But to the 
informed and the discerning it will remain 
obvious that things carry on much as they have 
done. Behind the comings and goings of prime 
ministers and party leaders, the same 
oligarchy will remain in control. In The 
Eleventh Hour (Chapter 11) this Editor put it 
in words that were written in 1986 but which 
there seems no reason to change in the light of 
recent happenings:- 


“In the hands of this oligarchy of power, the 
politicians and their parties have become 
nothing better than marionettes, to be 
paraded before the people each at his (or 
her... Ed.) appointed hour and then with- 
drawn from the stage as soon as he (or her) 
has served his (or her) purpose, to be replaced 
by new performers with a new act, though of 
course manipulated by the same puppet- 
masters behind the stage. 

“Year in, year out, the swindle continues. 
One gang is given a spell of government; it 
may be five years, it may be more. That 
government fails miserably to grapple with 
the nation’s problems, and in the course of 
time inevitably the people lose confidence in 
it and itch for a change. And who is on hand to 
offer them that change? Why, the other gang 
— controlled, if only the people knew it, by 
exactly the same forces! Gang Two does its 
stint, and before too long can be seen to have 
made just as big a mess of things as Gang One. 
The time has come, therefore, to wheel Gang 
One back again. The people’s memories are 
short — but not quite that short. Some of 
them may recall that Gang One, the last time 
it was given a chance, did no better than Gang 
Two has done; and so something has to be 
done to convince the people that this time 
things with Gang One will be different. 
Usually this involves a revamping of the party 
image, with a change of leader (i.e. chief 
puppet) included in the face-lift. A big 
publicity exercise is launched in which a 
programme of ‘exciting’ new policies is 
announced. Only to the perceptive observer 
who is able to tell the wood from the trees is it 
evident that these new policies of tomorrow 
are only the old (and failed) policies of yester- 
day dressed up in new packaging (emphasis 
introduced for the purposes of this comm- 
entary). The wheel turns full circle again and 
Gang One is back in office, to continue the 
old mismanagement where it left off.” 


This quoted passage describes very nearly, 
though not quite exactly, what is now 
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THE NATIONAL FRONT: 


THE WRITING ON THE WALL 


GRAHAM MILES surveys a party that has outlived its 


usefulness 


THE DAY OF REMEMBRANCE is one which 
for many years has been marked down on the 
calendar of British Nationalists as an occasion 
to come out and pay respects to our country’s 
war dead. The respects, of course, have always 
been solely to the dead themselves, not to the 
governments on whose behalf they died nor the 
ideologies in the name of which those govern- 
ments sent them to fight. It has been our 
contention that the vast majority of our young 
men of the 1914-18 and 1939-45 generations 
went to war, not with the thought of preserving 
‘democracy’ or resisting ‘fascism’, but out of a 
simple belief that their country was in danger 
from invasion and foreign rule. From this point 
of view, we have always maintained that we 


reason to doubt establish as being complete waste of resources that could be 
in the region of 120. This attendance, like that “better invested elsewhere. The decision bv the 


at the Cenotaph. shows a fairly regular 
downward trend over’ recent  vears. 
Apparently, one resolution that was proposed 
and passed at the Front’s AGM was that 
members should be forbidden to join the BNP. 
attend its activities or contribute to its funds. It 
is not known how much the majoritv achieved 
for this resolution was due to delegates not 
wishing to be seen raising their hands in 
opposition to it! 

When it is recalled that, at the NF’s peak in 
the 1970s, the partv managed to pack no less 
than_1.000 members into an Annual General 
Meeting at London's Sevmour Hall, we get. 


Front to stand in the constituency was just of 
the manv monumentally stupid ones taken bv 
the party’s leadership in recent vears. 

Then came the closely following by-election 
in Bradford North. This area represented a 
Very different proposition, being one where a 
nationalist candidate might reasonably expect 
a much more respectable vote than at 
Eastbourne. The BNP did in fact give some 
consideration to fighting this seat, but 
eventually decided against it because tempor- 
arv organisational problems in the West 

orkshire area made it improbable that the 
arty would be able to fight the seat with the 


party would be able fo fig e 5c i 


nationalists have a stronger right to take part in/ @gain. a measure of how far things havee=professi@nalism desired. These organisational 


the annual Festival of Remembrance than do 


the representatives of any of the other political 
parties and creeds. 

There will be some of us who will recall 
Remembrance Day of 1977, when a column of 
people some 5,000-6,000 strong marched from 
Victoria to Whitehall, then took part iia 
solemn and dignified ceremonv bv the 
Cenotaph. This column was comprised of 
members and supporters of the National 
Front, then bevond any dispute Britain’s most 
powerful and successful nationalist organ- 
isation. On that dav those of us who were 
positioned near the head of the column 
watched with pride, as we stood near the 
Cenotaph waiting for the ceremony to begin, 
and beheld the seemingly endless ranks of 
party supporters wind their way into Whitehall 
from Parliament Square. Political opponents 
present on the dav to observe this spectacle 
gasped in horror, while members of the 
general public, who doubtless had heard of our 
movement and wondered what was the 
strength of it, gazed on in muted respect and 
fascination. 

These memories came flooding back as 
news reached us last month that a column of 
people variously estimated at between 170 and 
270 had_m notaph on Remem- 


National Front_Included in this colum: his column, we 


are informed, were about 30 supporters of the 
British Nati Vv had decided for the 
ay that the event transcended party barriers. 
ev have a right to take this course of action, 
as the BNP does not attempt to dictate to its 
followers over such matters. However, it did 


mean that, but for these ‘extras’. the turn-out 


would have beetrreducedte-between 150 and 
250 — something ofa come-down from former 


days! 


This decline in attendance on Remem- 


brance Day parallels the decline in attendance 


_declined since then. 


PERI 
ELECTION FLOPS 

In the electoral field the recent record is no 
better. Of course, nationalist parties during 
the 1980s experienced a general downturn in 
fortunes at the polls, and it would be wrong to 
single out the NF particularly in this regard. 
The political climate was wholly unfavour- 
able, due for the most part-to the Thatcher 
honeymoon having not vet expired. The BNP, 
in its few forays into the electoral arena, did 
not accomplish results that left anv room for 
rejoicing — although there were some respect- 
able performances here and there, such as in 
Sunderland in 1984, Bradford and South 
Shields in 1985 and Birmingham and East 
London in 1986. As a general policv, the BNP. 
recognising that the times were not favour- 
able, made a much lesser commitment to 
fighting elections in the 1980s than did the 
Front, and thus conserved resources that were 
to become vital at the end of that decade in 
acquiring the party’s Welling bookshop. 

Over the past vear or so, however, the 
political climate has begun to change dramat- 
ically, and the nationalist vote has enjoyed a 
considerable resurgence. Taking this factor 
into account, the two recent by-election results 
experienced by the National Front have been 
truly abysmal. At Eastbourne the NF 
candidate received a mere 154 votes, which 
represented just a third of one per-cent of the 
poll. Performing somewhat better was the 
joke candidate, a prostitute standing under the 
name of Lady Cash Lash La Rue Whiplash 
(Corrective), who obtained 216 votes! 

The decision to fight Eastbourne was 
ridiculous from the start. No nationalist party 
could expect to obtain a decent vote in that 
area at the present time, notwithstanding the 
improvement in the electoral climate that has 
been mentioned. We would not claim that the 
BNP, had it contested Eastbourne, would 
exactly have set the place on fire. However, 
the BNP did not contest Eastbourne precisely 
because it was seen as a ‘loser’s wicket’ and a 


probléms Have arisen mainly through certain 
key local personnel being for the moment 
removed from the scene by a combinatior- of 

: and occupational and domestic 


commitments. The problems w Tcome 
with a little patience and time, but thev 
precluded the BNP being able t the 
efectIVe CAMTpATH Te Brediord that it would” 
have-wistred> Rather than wage an imettectivey 
tampaign, resulting in an unsatisfactory vote. 
the party decided to stay out of the election. 

The Front, however, did stand, and its 
candidate fared only slightly better than at 
Eastbourne, receiving 305 votes (or 0.85 per- 
cent of the poll). This result, considering the 
fertility of the area from the standpoint of 
nationalist support, was nothing short of 
abysmal. If a comparison be required, we 
might refer back to the elections in 1985 to 
West Yorkshire Council. Then the BNP 
candidate, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, standing 
in District 6 of Bradford, won 405 votes (or 4. 1 
per-cent of the poll). District 6 in fact incorp- 
orated two-thirds of the area _ presently 
covered by the Bradford North parliamentary 
constituency, and was equivalent in size to a 
small parliamentary area. Mr. Clayton- 
Garnett’s vote was achieved in a low poll turn- 
out, but still bettered the recent NF vote by 
just 100. On the other hand, when measured in 
percentage terms it exceeded it by almost five 
times! 

And this, it might be remembered, was in 
the mid-eighties, when nationalists were still 
campaigning in a most unfavourable political 
climate by comparison with the present. 

Readers of this magazine will not need to be 
informed that election results achieved bv the 
British National Party over the past few 
months have been incomparably better than 
those mentioned above. Of course, the BNP 
results have been obtained in areas that, at 
least by comparison with Eastbourne, 
constitute far more fertile soil. Nevertheless, 
even in a comparison between BNP and NF 
local government election results obtained in 
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ward-size areas of the parties’ choice the BNP 
comes out well on top, with the votes obtained 
by Steve Smith and Ken Walsh in Tower 
Hamlets earlier this year being far in excess of 
those achieved in similar elections by Front 
candidates. 

Yet against this evidence the National Front 
recently made the pompous and quite laugh- 
able declaration that it was necessary to 
‘proscribe’ the BNP in order that, in its future 
election campaigns the NF should not suffer by 
the ‘taint’ of association with our party! So, 
have the rules of elections now been changed? 
Is it now the case that the victorious party is 
the one which wins the lowest vote? If so, and 
only if so, this recently proclaimed NF policy 
would appear to have some logic! 


LOOKING BACK 


It is now a decade since the tragic split in 
1980 that resulted in the nationalist movement 
in Britain dividing into two separate factions. 
The weakness of the movement in the 1980s, 
while undoubtedly due in large part to the 
unfavourable political climate that has been 
mentioned, has also, in no small measure, 
been the product of this division. 

One of the great myths -sustained«bv 
National Front propagandists over this period 
has been that the split in 1980 was caused by 
the then NF leader John Tyndall ‘deserting’ 
the party in its hour of difficulties following the 
1979 general elections and the internal, 
quarrelling that came shortly afterwards. 

In fact there was no such ‘desertion’ by Mr. 
Tyndall at all. All that Mr. Tyndall did was call 
for the National Front to give him proper 
powers of leadership whereby he could govern 
the party effectively. He had just recently 
received a members’ vote of confidence in a 
leadership election. But the constitution of the 
party required him to work within a system of 
committee rule which rendered him powerless 
to make decisions if they were opposed by a 
head-count of an elected ruling body of 20 
people. In the internal party crisis that 
occurred in the second half of 1979 Mr. 
Tyndall found himself faced with the need to 
take remedial action on certain matters on 
which he was opposed by the party’s 
committee and thus overruled. In the fore- 
front of these matters was the need to purge 
the party of the nest of homosexuals that had 
become established within it. 

Mr. Tyndall told the committee, and the 
party, that he was prepared to continue 
bearing the responsibilities and burdens of 
leadership but only if given the necessary 
leadership powers. These powers would have 
to include the power to overrule the 
committee (known then, as now, as the 
‘Directorate’) if the situation demanded it. In 
effect, Mr. Tyndall declared that he was 
prepared to continue being captain of the ship, 
but only on condition that he was permitted to 
have his hands on the steering wheel. 

The committee turned down this proposal 
and Mr. Tyndall resigned. By no stretching of 
the language can that be called ‘desertion’. 

Ever since that time, the essential conflict of 
principle between the National Front and Mr. 
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BETTER DAYS 
A shot of the audience at the Annual General Meeting of the National Front in February 1979, held 


at Seymour Hall, London. 1,000 were in attendance. 


Tyndall and his followers, now regrouped as 
the British National Party, has been a conflict 
over methods of leadership: on the one hand, 
the liberal-democratic method of governing a 
party by the procedure of committees and 
head-counting; on the other hand, the method 
of personalised leadership by means of power 
being vested in a single individual. 

In the one case, a ruling committee is 
elected by the vote of the whole membership 
of the party. People who sit on that committee 
are there solely by virtue of their popularity 
with party members and thus the number of 
votes they can obtain in a party election; this 
does not necessarily have anything to do with 
merit or achievement. 

Then in all vital decisions made on behalf of 
the party the majority vote of these committee 
members carries the day — even though there 
is a party chairman and his actual respons- 
ibilities are immeasurably greater than those 
of the other members of the committee. 

In the other case there is no committee, but 
that does not mean that there is no 
consultation or discussion. Under the Tyndall 
system operative in the BNP the party leader 
listens to the views of those in the party whom 
he asseses to have the best record, the greatest 
ability and the best judgement. And then he 
decides. Of course it is possible for him 
sometimes to decide wrongly, but if that is the 
case he can be held personally accountable for 
the error made, whereas a committee cannot. 

Under the second system, the colleague 
whose opinion is the most valuable may not 
necessarily be the one who could win the 
greatest number of votes in a party election. 
The worthiness of his or her opinion is based 
on the party leader’s calculation of his or her 
abilities, not on his or her high profile or 
popularity. 


PROOF OF THE PUDDING... 


The theoretical merits of these two 
procedures of party leadership have been 
argued extensively in an ongoing debate over 
the past 10 years or more, and this magazine 
has made its own contribution to that debate. 
It is not the time to rehash the debate here. 


All that we need concern ourselves with 
here are the practical results achieved by these 
two contrasting systems in the leadership and 
management of the National Front and British 
National Party respectively. 

And by all reasonable criteria the results 
achieved by the BNP have been far better. 

At the beginning of the last decade the 
National Front started with all the advantages. 
It was the NF which was the well-established 
party. Its name was known throughout Britain 
and indeed throughout the world, whereas the 
BNP was known only toa few. 

The NF had the further advantage of being 
able to hold on to a hard core of its old 
supporters on the basis of loyalty to the 
existing party establishment — a loyalty which 
in the case of a great number transcended the 
ideological and theoretical disputes between 
the two factions over methods of leadership. 

That the NF began by having the upper 
hand was shown in the fact that in the early 
1980s it was able generally to obtain better 
election results than did our party. This was 
evident in both local government elections and 
in the general election of 1983. The Front 
leaders of course did not hesitate to exploit 
these superior election results in its effort to 
score points over us. 

The Front also claimed, possibly with some 
truth, that at that time it boasted a larger 
membership than we could. Some evidence of 
this was shown in the way of the larger attend- 
ances that the Front was able to attract at its 
major activities and functions — although in 
both votes and attendances at activities its 
performance was far inferior to those of the 
1970s. 

In the face of claims by the leaders of the 
Front to have greater support than we did, and 
thereby to be vindicated in the disputes 
dividing us, we took the view that time alone 
would prove things one way or the other. If the 
Front way was the best way, and its leadership 
the best leadership, this would be established 
in due course in the field of achievement: the 
Front would forge ahead of the BNP, regain 
the strength it possessed in the 1970s, and 
cause Our organisation to wither and die by 
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taking away most of our support. If, on the 
other hand, the BNP was the best way and its 
leadership the best leadership, the opposite 
would happen. 

The opposite has indeed happened. 
Gradually, as the 1980s proceeded, the British 
National Party edged ahead of the National 
Front by nearly all criteria by which the 
progress of political parties can be measured. 
By the end of the eighties its lead over the NF 
could hardly any longer be disputed, even by 
the latter’s most committed partisans. 
Interestingly enough, by this time few in the 
NF tried any longer to justify the correctness 
of their position by claiming greater strength 
or political success; the argument was 
conveniently shifted onto other ground. Now 
the BNP had to be kept at bay because it 
consisted of ‘‘a bunch of Nazis.”’ Thus did the 
NF propagandists borrow the language of 
Searchlight magazine, the radical left and the 
gutter press in a combined effort by all parties 
to do us down. If this did not work with some 
NF members, then personal abuse was hurled 
at BNP leaders, accusing them of every 


imaginable individual vice. It was truly 
pathetic. 
FURTHER SPLITTING 


Of course, it will be claimed by NF suppor- 
ters that their party would be a good deal 
stronger than it is today had it not been badly 
wounded by two bouts of internecine warfare 
over the past decade, one of these occurring in 
1983 and the other in 1986, after which the 
party then split into two entirely separate and 
rival factions, hating each other with an 
intensity even greater than that with which 
both of them hated the BNP. 

But we would reply that these two outbreaks 
of internal division simply serve to underline 
our case against the methods of organisation 
and leadership so adamantly defended by the 
Front while being rejected by the BNP. The 
1983 conflict centred around a particular 
individual whom John Tyndall had tried to get 
excommunicated from the party four years 
earlier and over which he had been opposed 
and overruled by a majority on the NF 
Directorate. Now, four years afterwards, the 
Directorate completely reversed this decision 
and itself did what it had prevented Mr. 
Tyndall doing four years earlier — rather a 
case of being wise after the event! 

Necessary though this decision undoubtedly 
was, it in fact removed from the NF the one 
leading. officer it had left who possessed 
genuine ability. After his departure, the 
quality of leadership in the party inevitably 
deteriorated still further. 

The 1986 split was, like most others before 
it, engineered by a process of ‘palace revol- 
ution’; that is to say its impetus came not from 
the ranks of the general membership but from 
a faction that had insinuated itself onto the 
party’s ruling body, the National Directorate. 
The conspirators who plotted this schism were 
all people who owed their positions in the 
party to the process of democratic election. 
Once ensconced in these positions, they had 
used their influence to promote a series of 
ideological changes in the party some of which 
would have won the applause of such papers as 
Militant and Socialist Worker. These policy 
innovations appalled the more traditionalist- 
minded elements in the party, and hence the 


split. However, had policy been in control of 
a strong individual leader and not been the 
plaything of a committee none of this would 
have happened. Nor, in a party structured on 
an authoritarian basis, with officers appointed 
from above instead of being elected from 
below, would these subversive and disruptive 
been able to infiltrate the upper echelons of 
the party in the first place. 

Therefore it might be said that in both these 
internal divisions which so gravely weakened 
the Front the partv was simplv hoist on its own 
petard. 


RECORD OF UNITY 


During the same period, by contrast, the 
British National Party has not experienced 
one single bout of internal division, even of the 
most minor nature. The odd individual has 
failed to see eye-to-eve with the leadership 
and has left, but that is all. And even the cases 
of this happening could be counted on the 
fingers of one hand. This is not because our 
party is one of yes-men with no opinions of 
their own, ready to believe in the infallibility 
of their leader and never to argue with him; it 
is because we have developed within the party 
a mechanism of consultation and discussion, 
and where necessary of arguement, that does 
not rely on the existence of committees and 
does not rest on the presumption that a voting 
majority is always right. Our system gives the 
very minimum of scope to the infiltrator and 
disrupter because built into it there is a ‘radar’ 
apparatus which spots them a mile off and 
makes it possible, by rapid and firm action, for 
their influence to be neutralised and, if necess- 
arv, for them to be booted out without formal 
process. 

Internal splits tend, more often than not, to 
follow periods of frustration in party fortunes 
— though this is a rule that is by no means valid 
at all times. If ever conditions existed 
providing fertile ground for such a split in the 
BNP, they could be found during a period of 
several years in the 1980s in which the party 
was able to achieve little more than zero 
growth and continued to languish in national 
obscurity. That no such split, or even the 
slightest danger of one, arose during those 
years provides sterling testimony to the party’s 
inner resilience, unity of purpose and mutual 
loyalty among members of the leadership. 
Now that this mould of stagnation has been 
well and truly broken, and the party has been 
able to register real development on a number 
of fronts, the prospect that it will be smashed 
from the inside by contrived civil war is so 
remote as to be out of the question. 


THE FUTURE 


With the coming of the 1990s, we have seen 
a dramatic change in the political climate in 
Britain. “Thatcherism’ is on the retreat on all 
fronts. The Tory Government _ stands 
discredited as never before. On the Oppos- 
ition benches there appears nothing credible in 
the way of alternative leadership or alternative 
policy. The voters who deserted the nationalist 
movement at the end of the seventies are 
starting to return. 

And in the background monumental events 
are changing the entire scenario of world 
politics. Communism has collapsed, and with 
it the ‘Iron Curtain’ and the ‘Cold War’. 
Germany is again rcunified and the dominant 


_ionment | before that division. Unific 


power in Europe, thus reversing the verdict of 
World War II and, together with other 
developments, tearing to pieces the entire 
world created by the beneficiaries of that war. 
On the more distant horizon, a new century is 
approaching while an old century nears its 
end. In short, we live in times when all the 
established certainties are crumbling, one by 
one. We enter a new era in which those things 
once thought utterly impossible are now 
proving to be distinctly possible. 

All this adds up to a situation of unpara- 
lleled opportunity for our nationalist 
movement to come in from the shadows and 
force its way into the political mainstream. 

No-one will need persuading that the best 
chance of this happening lies in the movement 
being united rather than divided. 

The question during the 1980s, the years of 
chronic splintering, has never been one of 
Whether a united nationalist movement is a 
good thing or a bad thing; almost everyone has 
been in agreement that it is a good thing. 

The question during the 1980s has been 
solely a question of how, and in what form, the 
nationalist movement can and should be 
united. 

As long as the relative strengths and 
achievements of the separate factions could 
remain a matter of dispute, this question of the 
way to unity could remain a question of 
dispute. But now that the first of these 
questions has been resolved almost beyond 
dispute it should no longer be possible to 
sustain the view that the second is disputable. 
The dispute should be ended, and the road to 
unification taken without delay. 

In the case of many, that road has already 
been taken; for the British National Party is 


‘now_ experiencing an_influx_of new_recruits 


from_the_ranks of both factions into which the 
NationatFront-beeame-sundered in 198¢ | in 1986. It is~ 
also gaining recruits from among those who- 
had dropped out~of-the Front in disillus-~ 
taking place rather as the unification of the 
German Nation recently took place — by 
those belonging to the weaker segment voting 
with their feet-and moving to join the stronger 
segment, eventually leaving the leaders of the_ 
former with no alternative but to go with them. 
In this situation, the present existence of the 
National Front, like the former existence of 
the German ‘Democratic’ Republic, has 
become pointless and superfluous. It is only 
delaying the tide of events; it cannot stop it. 


OUR NEEDS 


We in the British National Party, while 
satisfied that we have won the battle for the 
leadership of the nationalist movement in 
Britain, are by no means satisfied that our 
party is yet the viable and professional organ- 
isation it needs to be to begin contending for 
real political power. In the latter regard, much 
still remains to be done. 

One of the present problems is that existing 
party assets and resources, be they of finance, 
property, equipment or whatever, are inade- 
quate to enable us to embark on all of the 
schemes and projects which we have made it 
our target to embark on in order to pursue the 
full growth that the changing political climate 
now makes possible. 

Another problem — and a very acute one — 
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is that too much responsibility presently falls 
on too few shoulders. We are only able to doa 
fraction of the things we want to do — because 
we do not have the necessarv personnel to do 
all of them. Much of the time of the party 
leadership, for instance, is occupied bv 
involvement in the production of party public- 
ations, whereas in a viable and properly 
organised party there would be a division of 
labour whereby the functions of leadership 
and those of literature production would 
belong to two entirely separate, though 
complementary, departments. 

The BNP urgently needs to recruit new 
blood in the way of what might be described as 
‘middle management’. While this is in short 
supply, we are only exploiting a fraction of the 
opportunities we now have to grow and 
become stronger. 

If the National Front, and any other sundrv 
nationalist groups there are around, would 
discontinue their separate existence and place 
both their resources and personnel at the 
disposal of our party, we could go a long wav 
towards remedying these problems and 
deficiencies. 

Apart from the matters mentioned, there is 
also the question of the next general election. 
As stated elsewhere in this issue, the BNP has 
been faced with two choices with regard to this 
election: one is to pursue a target of fighting 50 
seats and thus qualifying for broadcasting 
time; the other is to target a much more 
limited number of seats and fight them with a 
view to achieving the very maximum vote. 

After very careful consideration and 
extensive discussion among the leadership, it 
has been decided to take the latter course, 
sacrificing the prospect of TV and radio broad- 
casts but making possible concentrations of 
forces in selected areas which would make 
better results much more likely. 

It is our understanding that the National 
Front has decided on the opposite course: to 
go for broadcasting time at the expense of 
concentration and better votes. Whether it will 
succeed in geting its broadcasts remains to be 
seen. But if it does succeed what has to be 
considered is: (a) Will it be able to turn such 
broadcasts to full advantage by making them 
convincing? and (b) Will their effect be all that 
great if they are followed by electoral results 
similar to those obtained at Eastbourne and 
Bradford North? 

However, were those now responsible for 
running the National Front to take the sensible 
and selfless decision and merge their forces 
with the BNP, thus making a substantially 
stronger nationalist party, it is conceivable 
that that party could get the best of both 
worlds: it could contest 50 electoral seats and 
qualify for broadcasting time; and it could 
fight at least a reasonable portion of those 
seats with sufficient personnel and resources 
to achieve a respectable vote. 

Not only would such a merger result in the 
creation of a much stronger party by bringing 
together an aggregate of the combined 
strengths of the BNP and NF as they are now, 
it would also attract back into the ranks of 
active nationalism many others, who dropped 
out after the divisions of 1979/80. This apart, 
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to give the movement substantial monetarv 
support — but only if it is united. 

It has-beén made clear often Enough in the 
past: the British National Party would endorse 
such a merger onlv if it took place on the 
BNP’s terms, with the NF and anv others 
ceasing their separate existence and joining 
the BNP — accepting its policies, its constit- 
ution, its governing procedures and its leader- 
ship. In other words, it is a matter of them 
joining us and not us joining them. 

These conditions are made not in order to 
inflate the egos of some or damage the egos of 
others; they are made because they have been 
found, in the hard school of experience, to be 
absolutely necessary. It is also felt that thev 
are wholly justified by the greater strength and 
achievement of the present BNP bv 
comparison with the Front and others. 

This having been said, it would not be the 
policy of the BNP to treat with arrogance and 
an attitude of superiority those who came into 
it from the Front or from elsewhere: such 
people would be given the friendliest of 
welcomed; the contributions thev could offer 
to the strengthened partv would be greatlv 
appreciated. In a number of instances 
the new talents that some of them could put at 
our service would be enormously valued. Not 
least, their opinions on matters germane to the 
promotion of the party would be heeded, just 
as those of present BNP personnel are heeded. 

Former Front members may indeed find 
that, despite what they have been led to 
believe about the ‘dictatorial’ nature of the 
BNP svstem of leadership, that leadership can 
be found with a more sensitive ear to the 
feelings of the rank and file than has been the 
case in the NF. 


PRECEDENT 


What is it that up to now has prevented the 
kind of step that has been advocated in this 
article, a commonsense step which would so 
enormously strengthen’ the nationalist 
movement in Britain? From where we stand, it 
would seem mainly to be the unwillingness of 
those presently occupying the senior positions 
in the National Front to surrender those 
positions and consign themselves to 
subordinate roles. In some cases, there seems 
no doubt that this attitude is compounded bv a 
sense of the deepest personal jealousy and 
hatred towards those whose achievements 
have been greater. 

There may, however, also be an aversion in 
principle to unification under the terms 
required by the BNP. Are not these terms a 
little too demanding, a little too strong? some 
might ask. 

Well, there is a precedent for what is being 
proposed here, and it is one the knowledge of 
which may come as a bit of surprise to those 
people in the national Front who are unaware 
of their party’s origins and early history. 

Back in 1967, when the National Front was 
founded, there was also in existence a smaller 
party called the Greater Britain Movement. 
Those in the Greater Britain Movement did 
not see eye-to-eye with the National Front 
leadership on every single point, nor did they 
feel able to agree with NF policies in their 
entirety. 

But what was clearly perceived was that the 
NF was at that time by far the most powerful 


and effective nationalist movement in Britain 
— and most of all this was perceived by the 
man who led the Greater Britain Movement at 
the time. 

The GBM leader knew that by he and his 
followers joining the NF they could make it vet 
more powerful and effective, whilst by 
carrying on their own separate existence they 
would only be wasting their time and keeping 
nationalism fragmented. The leader of the 
GBM offered to place himself unconditionally 
under the then leader of the National Front 
and to call upon all his followers to join the 
Front and give its leadership their lovaltv. 

The name of the leader of the Greater 
Britain Movement who took this action? It was 
John Tyndall. What this article advises 
people in the National Front to do today is 
something that has in fact been done before. 


ROLE OF THE N.F. 


Perhaps part of the reason for the reluctance 
to terminate the existence of the National 
Front todav is rooted in an admirabie tradition 
that has alwavs existed in that partv: a tradit- 
ion which might best be expressed in the old 
Ulster Lovalist slogan of *“‘No surrender!” It 
was alwavs the resolve of those who fought for 
the Front in its halevon days of the 1970s that 
the partv should never capitulate, never give 
in, no matter how much the going got rough. 
Such a spirit, expressed in the right context, is 
thoroughly commendable. 

But at the end of the dav the National Front 
has to be seen, like every other organisational 
and political concept, as a means to an end. 
The ultimate things to which such means must 
be subordinated are Race and Nation. This is 
no less applicable to the British National 
Partv: it too is only a means to an end, the 
cause of Race and Nation being that end. The 
very moment that it appeared clear to us that 
the BNP had plaved out its role in this respect, 
and that a more effective agency for the 
furtherance of the cause of Race and Nation 
had become available, the justification for the 
existence of the BNP would have ceased. 

When the history of our struggle comes to be 
written, the role of the National Front in the 
advancement of that struggle will be acknow- 
ledged as a vital one, a distinguished one and 
an indispensable one — in its time. Without 
the National, Front, it ts doubtful whether 
today there would be a British National Party. 
It was through the work of the National Front 
in the late 1960s and in the 1970s that the 
foundations of our present movement were 
laid. It can be said that even in the 1980s the 
National Front has made its contribution to 


‘the furtherance of our struggle by winning a 


good number of new adherents to the nation- 
alist movement and bv helping in the task of 
educating the British public to the nationalist 
point of view. 

So it is not, and never has been, a case of 
deriding or dismissing the Front and what it 
has achieved. It is a question only of recog- 
nising that the NF had a particular role which 
belonged to a particular time, to a phase of 
the struggle that is now past. Those who have 
served in that party, in the present decade as in 
former decades, can hold their heads high in 
honour. Their time, their dedication, their 
sacrifices, have not been in vain. They have 
contributed to the building of a springboard 
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SHOULD WE ALWAYS 


SUPPORT THE POLICE? 


TONY WELLS suggests a rethink with regard to an old 


nationalist tradition 


In publishing this article. it is necessary for us 
to reiterate that the views contained therein are 
those of the writer only and do not in all respects 
necessarily reflect the views of the Editor or the 
policies of the political movement that this 
magazine supports. The article is submitted as a 
contribution to current debate — in the light of 
recent experiences undergone by activists in the 
patriotic struggle. 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY has 
traditionally campaigned for law and order, 
and, as part of this, BNP policy has been to give 
firm support to the guardians of law and order: 
the police. 

The BNP should, I believe, always stand by 
its principles, and the defence of law and order 
is one such principle. The police, however, are 
not themselves a principle; they are an 
institution. And institutions can, under certain 
conditions, become corrupted within. It is my 
view that among the ranks of Britain’s 
policemen today are many officers who have 
shown themselves to be self-seeking, time- 
serving, cowardly and downright treacherous. 
Not to put too fine a point on it, the individuals 
to whom these descriptions apply are pure 
scum. 

This is not to say that there are not many 
200d policemen; there are. But the institution 
as a whole has been badly tainted. The spirit 
within the police force is no longer the same as 
it was, and this is acknowledged even within 
the force itself. 

The BNP must not be shy in recognising 
three things:- 


(1) Support for law and order in principle does 
not have to mean support for the police on all 
occasions. 

(2) The rotten elements that exist within the 
police are widely, if uneasily, perceived to 
exist by the public at large. 

(3) Large numbers of police officers are 
heartily detested by many, including many in 
the BNP’s immediate target groups for recruit- 
ment and, importantly, many within the BNP 
itself. 


In circumstances such as these, full backing 
for the police should not be an automatic plank 
of BNP policy. And it is no use blaming senior 
police officers alone for the deterioration of 
this once-sound institution; it is not only the 
senior officers who have gone bad — the rot is 
more widespread than that. While, as is 
common knowledge, there are some very 
decent rank-and-file policemen, including 
some of healthy nationalistic persuasion, it 
must be recognised that policemen are men 
acting under orders. While the ordinary 
copper on the beat may be a decent chap, 
when he pulls on his blue uniform he becomes 
an instrument of government and state, and as 
such may be used — albeit perhaps unwillingly 
— as a tool of government and state repress- 


ion. 

BNP members know this more clearly than 
the mass of the people. Thev know it through 
painful experience. The fact should cause us 
no great surprise, since no great revolutionary 
movement has ever had an easy ride. In fact, 
every such movement, whether of the right or 
the left, which seriously threatened the status- 
quo has suffered the full weight of state 
repression, illegality and violence. 

This is common knowledge to hardened 
party activists, and it is against this back- 
ground that I believe that many partv 
members may be alienated by an attitude to 
the police which appears unduly conciliatory. 

Let us face the fact that today the police 
have been incapable of halting the rapid rise in 
crime or of crushing the now regular race riots 
that occur in our cities and towns. And vet 
police officers always find the time and 
resources to ‘play politics’. The police more 
often than not seek a ban on BNP marches; the 
police usuallv place obstacles in the wavy of 
BNP rallies. 

In the case of most of our rallies over the 
past year or so, police have imposed restric- 
tions on the duration, limiting the rallies to a 
mere half an hour; they have placed similar 
restrictions on attendance, keeping away most 
of the general public to whom the rallies are 
mainly addressed; and they have often insisted 
on the rallies being held at secret locations, not 
known even to some BNP organisers — 


ss 


making it impossible in practice for the general 
public to attend. Is this democracy? Is it an 
indication of a free country? Are these the 
police who are supposed to be the wonderful 
guardians of our freedoms? 


RALLY BANNED 


- In. York, in November 1989, the BNP 
elected to hold an open-air rally in the city, 
being completely within its rights to do so. Yet 
police stopped party members entering the 
citv area and dispatched them back to where 
they came from under threat of arrest if they 
did not comply. This action was the subject of 
an official BNP complaint, which in the 
outcome was rejected bv the police. 

For decades, the nationalist movement has 
been the target of the government’s dirty- 
tricks department. In recent years most of the 
tricks have been directed against the British 
National Party. Our democratic rights have 
been systematically denied to us: freedom of 
speech, freedom of assembly, freedom to 
distribute literature, freedom of media access, 
freedom of access to local amenities. At least a 
part of the denial of these freedoms has been 
the work of the police. 

In addition, the secret state police, other- 
wise known as ‘Special Branch’, have targeted 
the BNP for surveillance, infiltration, destab- 
ilisation and harassment. 

When all these things are well known to 


Contd. overleaf 


HEAVY PRESENCE 


The police, seen here at a BNP rally in Bradford in 1989. Not only did they prevent a clash between 
party supporters and left-wing opponents, they also stopped members of the general public finding 
out the location of the rally and attending it. 
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SHOULD WE ALWAYS 


SUPPORT THE POLICE? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


BNP members and supporters it is only natural 
that these members and supporters come, in 
large part, to detest the police. The fact of the 
matter is that Britain’s police forces are being 
used as agents of suppression by the political 
establishment, and as such must be viewed as 
hostile to us until proven friendly — or at least 
neutral and fair. This last point should be 
borne in mind, since the police are not a single, 
monolithic organisation but a collection of 
regional forces under different police chiefs. 
Most of the chiefs are appointed, not on 
grounds of ability, but on grounds of politics — 
they must be known to be faithful servants of 
establishment policy. Nevertheless, they work 
slightly differently in different areas of the 
country, and in some areas give the BNP less 
harassment and fairer treatment than in 
others. 

Notwithstanding this latter fact, the BNP 
should always proceed in its operations on the 
assumption that the police are not its friends. 
It is my view that when we are engaged in 
important public activities we should not 
disclose to the police any more details of our 
operational plans than is absolutely necessary. 


SABOTAGING OF THE HIRE 
OF MEETING PLACES 


To give an example of the difficulties we 
encounter around the country, it has long been 
our experience that the secret state police 
(Special Branch) in the Merseyside area will 
go to the lengths of setting up observation 
teams to tail the top two or three party activists 
in the area so as to establish the location of an 
activity. When they ascertain where this is 
they do everything possible to deprive the 
party of that location. One method is to make 
threats to publicans or hotel managers that 
their licences will not be renewed if they 
permit the party to meet on their premises. 

Should ‘anyone reading this think that the 
writer is overstating the case, let us examine 
the criminality of the secret state police in a 
little more detail. 


THE NATIONAL FRONT: 


THE WRITING ON THE WALL 
(Contd. from page 8) 


from which the nationalist movement can 
advance forward into the future. 

But that springboard must be one adapted 
to the needs of the 1990s. We believe that the 
British National Party provides the best 
prototype for this new springboard, and the. 
best opportunity to make the 1990s a time of | 
real success for our cause. By calling on all ; 
nationalists in Britain to put their support | 
behind it, we do not fail to salute its fore- | 
runners for the work they have done in paving 
the way. The role of the NF in the nationalist 
struggle has been an honourable one, just was 
was that of the Queen Mary in oceanic travel. 
But just as the time came for this great ship to | 
be retired, so has the time come for the NF to | 
be taken out of contemporary politics and | 
given its deservedly respected place in historv. | 
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“occasions 


Recently we have seen in Manchester two 
downright criminal acts carried out on two 
in as many weeks. On _ both 
occasions bomb-threats were made by 
telephone to the management of hotels in 
which nationalists were meeting. These two 
cases in Manchester deserve some examin- 
ation. In the first case, the Friends of Sir 
Oswald Mosley were to hold a dinner on the 
afternoon of Sunday, September 17th. This 
was to be a private affair for the comrades of 
the Mosley movement. Here the old fighters 
for nationalism of times gone by would meet 
old friends, talk about the good old days, 
Mosley himself, past battles for our race and 
nation and the heady days of nationalism in the 
thirties. 

The booking was made in some secrecy to 
avoid the nuisance of troublemakers 
sabotaging what was just a dinner. The 
function was a private one and had not been 
made widely known. Knowledge of the 
location of the dinner was made known only to 
those who had bought tickets for it. The 
location was 
Manchester. Interestingly, the Jewish 
Chronicle had, during the week before, run a 
story about the dinner and boasted that it 
would be stopped. What then happened was 
that Special Branch officers spoke to the 
organiser of the dinner and instructed him to 
cancel it. When he did not comply, a bomb 
threat was made to the hotel management 
specifically naming the group that made the 
booking and saying that unless the booking 
was withdrawn the hotel would be bombed. 

Needless to say, the craven hotel manage- 
ment cancelled the booking. Not only this, but 
it left the organisers no time to book an 
alternative venue, and the dinner planned for 
these grand old men, many of whom had 
fought in the war, had to be cancelled. What 
Jewish involvement there was in this affair it is 
hard to say, but it would seem that the Jews are 
able to give out orders and have the Govern- 
ment’s secret police jump quickly to carry 
them out! 

The very next week, on Sunday, September 
23rd, the British National Party coincidentally 
had a booking in the same hotel for the 
purpose of an organisational seminar for the 
North of England. Several days before the 
meeting this hotel was also lost to the party, 
possibly through the unfortunate coincidence 
of it being the same one as was booked for the 


earlier event. There was, however, no cause, 


for alarm, since the BNP had taken the trouble 


to secure a stand-by venue. 


This latter venue was kept a closely guarded 
secret until the last minute, when the first 
group of BNP members were ushered into the 
hotel. Back at the rendezvous it had been 
apparent that the police were very much in 
evidence, including members of Special 
Branch. It was also noticed that SB men, in 
their unmarked cars, were making no pretence 
whatever of secrecy, with their clumsy 
attempts at following BNP groups travelling 
by car to the venue — another nearby hotel. 

Within ten minutes of the SB men following 
BNP members to the hotel and the meeting 
getting underway, the hotel manager walked 
in and asked everyone to leave, as there had 
been a bomb-threat made against the hotel 
over the telephone. 

For this writer, the events outlined above 
cannot possibly be put down to coincidence. It 


in fact the Mitre Hotel in. 


is so obvious as not to warrant further 
discussion that the secret state police (Special 
Branch) had direct involvement in perpet- 
rating the bomb-threat against the hotel 
booked by the BNP, and that the purpose of 
this was to disrupt a lawful meeting held by the 
party. That Special Branch used this tactic of 
intimidation and repression in exactly the 
same wav as had happened a week before 
against the veterans of the Mosley movement 
shows that the SB is extremely confident of not 
getting caught. 

Naturally, knowing the background to this 
hoax, senior BNP officials declined to leave 
until the arrival of the police. Fortunately, this 
took some time, and that allowed the party 
officials time to consider alternative plans. 
Eventually what was decided was that the 
meeting should be moved to a fortuitously 
sited piece of open ground nearby. After this 
had been done, the blatant involvement of the 
secret state police had the good effect of 
generating a satisfying sense of unity and 
togetherness in the face of police repression, 
with good effects in the way of morale and 
camaraderie. 


WHAT SHOULD OUR ATTITUDE BE? 


Where on earth then does this leave the 
BNP with regard to its attitude to the police? 
Should that attitude be one of outright 
hostility or fulsome praise? 

Either course would, I believe, be a 
mistake. There are two considerations. On the 
one hand, if we are overly hostile to the police 
we will certainly lose some public sympathy 
because, imperfect as the police are, there is 
no other realistic alternative to them. On the 
other hand, should the party adopt too 
friendly an attitude to the police, quite apart 
from this alienating a portion of our own 
membership, there is the extreme likelihood 
of our being sabotaged by the police again and 
again. 

Fortunately, it need not be quite as black 
and white as that, and there is no reason why 
we should not be able to have our cake and eat 
it. We should be able to think about the police 
in two quite different ways. 

The first is our position at tactical level in 
our dealings with the police, where it is my 
belief that we should be as secretive and 
devious as possible. Here we should give 
nothing away and should assume, as said 
earlier, that the police are hostile to our party 
until proven otherwise. 

Secondly, it is obvious that we should give 
praise to the police where thev deserve it for 
their achievements in the fight against crime. 
However, because, when things are 
considered on an overall basis, the police are 
conspicuously losing this fight it should be 
quite easy to criticise them while we still call 
for sterner sentences for criminals, more 
police on the beat, and so on, and so thereby 
strike a good balance between the conflicting 
needs of our party regarding the thorny 
problem of its attitude towards the law. 

Finally, it must be said that one day it will be 
a British National Party Government that calls 
the shots, and when that day comes the police 
forces will receive the thorough shake-up they 
obviously need. Those in the police who have 
served as the political stooges of the estab- 
lishment will be sacked and replaced by real 
policemen who will do a real job of policing for 
the benefit of our own racial community. 


THE DRIVE TO ONE WORLD 
ACCELERATES... 


...but, says PETER FOWLER, resistance is growing 
in Britain and across the globe 


THROUGHOUT the tail-end of the 1980s and 
the opening months of the 1990s, politicians 
and media have flogged one particular 
adjective to the bone. 

They have made the word ‘historic’ a 
commonplace. 

There have been ‘historic’ changes of 
governments and frontiers in Eastern Europe: 
‘historic’ consultations between heads of state. 
ind ‘historic’ decisions ensuing from such 
consultations; and ‘historic’ burving of 
hatchets, has apparently replaced old enmities 
with new alliances. 

And happenings of ‘historic’ distinction 
continue to materialise in  unflagging 
succession, in the process suitably impressing 
1 great manv naive people. 

Within the old-gang network, however, 
nothing succeeds like deception, and when it 
comes to things fashionably ‘historic’ the gulf 
between rhetoric and reality is exceptionally 
wide — wide and deep enough, be it said, to 
constitute a death-trap for an entire civilis- 
ation. 


TOWARDS ONE WORLD 


The reshuffling of Eastern-Bloc regimes: 
the sudden reunification of Germany; the 
summits and the speeches: the turning of 
swords into plowshares; the alleged shifts from 
tvrannies into ‘free societies’ — these are 
acclaimed in rhapsodic tones by our liberal- 
democratic mind-benders; but are thev reallv 
the liberating and progressive revolutions thus 
presented? 

The truth of the matter becomes more 
visible if we balance the overworked term 
‘historic’ with certain other phrases currently 
in political use: for example, ‘international 
community’ and ‘new world order’ (the latter 
favoured bv both President Bush and Prime 
Minister Thatcher). 


By so doing, we find ourselves confronted 
once again with the ubiquitous concept of a 
raceless, nationless, cross-bred One World — 
the Bankers’ Utopia! 

This is the fate towards which we are now 
being manipulated; and, as every sign 
indicates clearly to those with eves to see, we 
are being driven thence via a structure that is 
simply One World in microcosm. 


GOVERNMENT BY BANKERS 


‘Common Market’ is an appropriate title for 
a racket contrived to shepherd the peoples of 
our continent into the stalls of the Money 
Power. 

For the ultimate purpose of this organis- 
ation has nothing to do with the mutual 
advancement of the national elements 
involved, but everything to do with their 
collective enslavement under the whip of 
International Finance. 

Writing in The Daily Telegraph on the 11th 
July, Peregrine Worsthorne commented: 
“Twenty-five years ago intellectuals would 
have regarded the idea of a European 
federation being governed by bankers as 
reactionary. Now it is the progressive 
panacea.” 

“Governed by bankers” is 
unequivocal enough giveaway. 

Moreover, this money-centred ‘panacea’ is 


surely an 


set to be applied with increasing assiduity into - 


the 1990s. 

Meeting in Rome on the 28th October. 
European leaders set a deadline of the Ist 
January 1994 for the creation of an Economic 


Community Central Bank with enormous 
powers over the econemic policies of the 
Community’s national member-states. 

They also cleared the way for a single 
Euopean currency by the end of the decade. 


EASTERN PROMISE 


And it is into this same iniquitous set-up 
that the ‘reformed’ countries of Eastern 
Europe, the Soviet Union included, are 
destined to be drawn: that is what the afore- 
mentioned ‘historic’ events are really all 
about. 

Earlier this year, addressing the Budapest 
Institute of Economics, Prince Charles orated 
significantly: “I am...particularly delighted 
that a group of international business leaders 
have been able to accompany me...and are... 
discussing with Hungarian entrepreneurs how 
international business can play its part to assist 
new enterprise growth in Hungary.” 

Of course, His Roval Highness was soft- 
pedalling. 

In actual fact, international business leaders 
were more than just ‘able’ to be there in 
accompaniment to Prince Charles. 

Sensing a fullness of Eastern promise, thev 
were falling over one another to operate in 
Hungary — and in everv other territorv so 
conveniently flung wide open to “new 
enterprise growth”! 

It naturally follows that the ‘reforming’ 
nations, as they are now called, have since 
been energetically courted by the old-gang 
fraternity — not merely as fresh ‘free-market’ 
outlets, but above all as prospective members 
of the European Economic Community. 


Contd. overleaf 


AGENTS OF THE ‘NEW WORLD ORDER’ 
US Foreign Secretary Baker and President Bush, together with German Chancellor Kohl, are seen 
here at last month’s ‘European Security’ Conference in Paris. The conference purported formally 
to end the ‘cold war’ (which in reality had never existed), but its principal purpose was to intensify 
the drive towards the ‘one-world’ state. This conference was declared to be ‘historic’. 
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THE DRIVE TO ONE WORLD 


ACCELERATES 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


MAFIA OF MONEY 


From these brief considerations, we 
might well turn to reflect upon our own plight 
here in the United Kingdom. 

Under Thatcherism, the folk hero of our 
time has become the ‘Yuppie’, a character 
whose route to the trough is littered with the 
injured of an expendable underclass. 

Whichever way we choose to turn, we come 
face-to-face with the pitiless jargon of the 
cartel and the counting house. 

From Health Service and Education to 
waste-disposal and the Arts, everything is now 
calculated and classified within the soul- 
destroying margins of producer and consumer, 
credit and debit, profit and loss. 

Contemporary Britain, in all its miserv, is 
the One World hell writ small! 

The Anglo-Saxon-Celtic people have vet to 
grasp the fact. 

They have still to recognise that the 
European Economic Community is _ the 
entrance hall to the projected international 
emporium-cum-madhouse. 

Thus far, they have tamely submitted to the 
softening-up strategy necessary to prepare 
them for the Bankers’ Utopia. 

They have accepted the ruinous destabil- 
ising of their country through the imposition of 
multi-racialism. 

They have accepted a permissive social ethic 
whose effects become daily more apparent in 
the form of moral debasement, criminality and 
squalor. 

They have accepted the renunciation of 
their birthright for the sake of their incorpor- 
ation into a Continental bureaucracy. 

And still they have failed to perceive that 
not one single item in this horrifying inventory 
is haphazard, but that it is planned and 
perpetrated, with relentless dedication, by the 
politicians and the mass media — the hirelings 
of the Mafia of Money. 


CRACKS IN THE EDIFICE 


The foregoing, however, has taken no 
account of two very important factors. 

The first of these is the existence of cracks in 
the EEC edifice itself. 

Lord Cledwyn of Penrhos has _latelv 
mentioned in the Lords that “there are some 
developments in the Community which must 
cause concern.” 

This was something of an understatement. 

Most recently, agriculture and monetarv 
union have provoked bitter disagreements 
between member-states (though Mrs. 
Thatcher’s intransigence on the latter issue 
may safely be viewed as a temporary political 
ploy, with the next general election in mind). 

Beyond these issues, there are signs of 
disorder in the ranks. 

As was always inevitable, the Money 
Power’s conspiracy is having to contend with 
the intractibilities of national self-interest, at 
present conspicuous on the part of the French 
and the Germans, but no doubt dangerously 
latent elsewhere. 

Secondly, there is the matter of ever- 
increasing resistance to the conspiracv bv the 
politically conscious everywhere. 


POLITICAL PORNOGRAPHY 


An all-party committee of Euro-MPs, 
headed by the Labour Party representative for 
Greater Manchester, Glyn Ford, has 
concocted a report with 77 recommendations 
aimed at ‘“‘harmonising European laws on 
racism and legally curbing the growth of racial- 
nationalist groups.” 

These recommendations, eventually to be 
adopted by the European Parliament, include 
proposals that all primary school children 
throughout Europe be ‘educated on the evils 


‘of racism and anti-semitism.” 


Other proposals refer to the prohibition of 
‘the distribution of anti-semitic material bv 
hand or by post,” and the ‘‘close monitoring of 
fascist and other extreme right-wing groups in 
Europe.”’ 

Countries the 


already in European 


Economic Community, and those desiring to 
ioin, will have to commit themselves to these 
policies — if Mr. Ford and his friends get their 
wavy. 

-The emphasis on ‘racism’ and ‘anti- 
semitism’ as major crimes is perfectly logical, 
seeing that the inventors of both terms share 
the same ethnic identity as a great manv of the 
international bankers! 

‘This aside, the repressive skulduggerv in 
question. far from being new. is onlv a 
reinforcement of long-existent legislation and 
practice. 

The urge for additional measures, there- 
fure, is an admission that hostility towards 
race-mixing and to the Monev Power is everv- 
where growing rather than diminishing. 

It is assuredly growing in the United 
Kingdon. 

Britons have been exposed to decades of 
hard-core political pornography, calculated to 
rot their minds and warp their spirits; but quite 
plainly the brainwashing of our children and 
the bullving of the indigenous adult population 
have not worked. 


VAGARIES OF FATE 


Banker James P. Warburg told the United 
States Senate on the 17th February 1950: ‘““‘We 
shall have World Governmest whether we like 
it or not. The only question is whether World 
Government will be achieved bv conquest or 
consent.” 

It never pays to be too cocksure, particularlv 
when the vagaries of fate are concerned. 


At the present stage of history it would be. 


most unwise of the one-worlders to under- 
estimate the racial and political respons- 
iveness of the masses to the demands of 
survival. 

Even more foolish to imagine that no leaders 
will emerge to channel passions into an organ- 
ised backlash of massive proportions. 

The years ahead mav be destined to be 
‘historic’ in ways the Monev Power will 
scarcely appreciate! 


(MORE RACE RIOTS HUSHED UP 
BY THE MEDIA 


A report from Rochdale, by PENDA 


Since the highly publicised racial disturb- 
ances of the first half of the 1980s, the national 
news media have deliberately striven to give the 
impression that race trouble in our towns and 
cities has abated, and that everyone is now 
integrating harmoniously. To the uninformed 
member of the public this might appear to be 
authenticated by the absence of reports of any 
major racial conflict around the country. In fact 
such an impression would be an entirely false 
one. Race rioting has been breaking out all over 
the country in the later part of the 1980s and into 
the 1990s. The one difference is that reporting 
of it has been deliberately avoided by the 
national news media, at least in most cases. On 
some occasions news of this rioting has been 
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totally suppressed. while on others it has been 
given very small mention. Only by a reading of 
local newspapers. and by our information 
network around the United Kingdom whereby 
our correspondents provide us with news of 
what is happening, have we been able to 
ascertain that the troubles breaking out in 
Brixton. Toxteth, Handsworth and elsewhere 
years ago are still breaking out all over the 
country. In this report from Rochdale, Lancs . 


our readers can find a typical example 


The name of the correspondent providing the 
report has been provided, but it has been 
requested for personal reasons that it should not 
be published. Inhabitants of areas where large 
ethnic minority populations exist can some- 


times be subjected to peronal harassment. even 
violence. for publicly exposing what is 
happening to their towns and cities. 


RACE RIOTS flared up again in Rochdale on 
August Bank Holiday weekend (the 25th to 
27th). Councillor Abdul Chowdrey, Rochdale 
Labour Party’s own tame Asian, is reported to 
have praised the police for their handling of the 
riots, and to have stated that in his opinion the 
racial tension present during the weeks leading 
up to the Bank Holiday was the worst he had 
known in the town. 

The trouble seems to have come to a climax 
when a gang of about 250 Asian youths 
stormed the Town Hall on Bank Holiday 


Contd. on next page 
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Between These 4 Walls AGATE 


Mondav. During the fighting that ensued 
between these Asians and local townspeople 
one white man was stabbed and rushed into 
intensive care at Birch Hill Hospital. The 
police sav that even more serious disorder was 
avoided onlv by high-profile policing involving 
the anti-riot TAG group and mounted 
officers. 

Motorists travelling along one of the town’s 
major roads were reported to have been 
confronted bv bands of Asians wielding 
baseball bats and bricks. The Asians set about 
redressing the grievances some of them feel 
wgainmst the indigenous population bv 
hammering in the windscreens of the unfort- 
unate motorists’ vehicles. 

Seven Asian vouths were arrested as a result 
of the fighting and have been charged with 
possession of explosives. It seems that petrol 
bombs were also found in their possession. 


RALLYING BEHIND THE THUGS 


The Asian Community in Rochdale held a 
public meeting on the 31st August to rally 
people behind the men charged, thus ensuring 
that thev do not stand alone, but have the 
support of their community. One Asian inter- 
viewed at the time is reported to claimed that 
over 300 Asians from Bradford and Man- 
chester came to Rochdale on Bank Holiday 
Monday, ostensibly to discuss the violence 
that had taken place the dav before (Sunday). 
It is understood that this group went out into 
the Town Hall square on Monday night armed 
with knives and, according to some reports, 
guns. 

In seeming contradiction of the statement 
quoted earlier concerning the use of the TAG 
group and mounted men, another Rochdale 
police officer was quoted as follows:- 


“The problems we have been encountering 
have less to do with race and a lot to do with 
being young and silly.” 


I hasten to add that the grammar and syntax 
are his and not mine! 

From other comments made by this same 
senior officer, it would seem that the police are 
determined to stick to their policy of positive 
discrimination towards immigrant groups. The 
Superintendent quoted did not confine himself 
to comments on the weekend violence but 
went on to compare white parents unfavour- 
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ably with Asian parents in relation to the level 
of control that they exercise over their 
children. As most of the vouths involved in the 
violence seem to have been Asian, I find this 
argument rather difficult to follow. 

Another interesting event in the continuing 
saga of Rochdale’s largely unreported race 
war happened a couple of weeks before the 
latest round of riots. 

A local Asian, Mr. Mohammed Salim, 
decided that it would be a good idea to starve 
himself to death in the Town Hall porch. The 
reason he gave for this action was that he 
disapproves of the book The Satanic Verses. 
written, I understand, by another Asian, Mr. 
Salman Rushdie. 

Mr. Salim vowed to take neither food nor 
drink until the book was removed from the 
shelves of Rochdale Library. The town’s 
library committee was at pains to point out 
that the book is not, and never has been, on 
their shelves, as it is in great demand and has 
to be reserved well in advance. Mr. Salim did 
not consider this argument at all convincing, 
and decided to go ahead with his publicitv 
stunt anyway. 

After five days he was removed from the 
Town Hall porch by the police. It would seem 
that they took this action at the request of the 
ruling Labour group on Rochdale Council, 
who until now have supported the Asians in 
everything, be they right or wrong. 

But wait a minute, I hear vou say. A man 
can't live for five days without water! 

Suffice it to sav that Mr. Salim announced 
his intention of continuing his fast in the 
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privacy of a local mosque. Strange as it may 
seem, evervthing is now quiet on this front, 
and the latest is that Mr. Salim has discon- 
tinued his hunger strike. I leave readers to 
draw their own conclusions. 


ANOTHER ASIAN DEMO 


I had cause to walk by the Town Hall during 
the aforementioned demonstration, and saw 
Mr. Salim laid out on a sort of chaise-longue, 
complete with little knitted hat. The large 
number of Asians who surrounded him carried 
placards, and whenever a passer-by ventured 
within earshot they sallied forth waving these 
placards with enthusiasm. At the same time, 
Mr. Salim gave voice to what I assumed must 
be the verse of some Moslem chant. The 
placard-wavers obediently joined in with what 
I took to be the chorus. 

Back on the other side of the road, I looked 
over at our lovely Victorian Gothic Town 
Hall, in the shadow of which this peculiar 
pantomime was being plaved out. A series of 
stained glass windows depicting English kings 
since the Norman Conquest decorates one 
wall in the main hall of the building. and these 
windows were clearly visible to me, appearing 
directly above Mr. Salim and his band. As I 
watched, a shaft of light struck one of the 
pictures — in fact the one representing 
Edward the First. 

The heel of our greatest king, who drove the 
aliens from the land seven hundred years ago 
in 1290, seemed to rest directly over the heads 
of Mr. Salim and his merrv men. Could this be 
an omen, I wonder? 
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LEGALISED HIGH TREASON 


A look at recent policy and legislation, 
by Capt. KENNETH R. McKILLIAM 


Reproduced in abridged and edited form 
from the pamphlet High Treason II. published 
by the Association of British Ex-Servicemen. 
PO Box 8, Ashford, Kent. 


THE PURPORTED 
RACE RELATIONS ACTS 


The purported Race Relations Acts are con- 
spiracies to use acts of parliament to enforce 
the racial integration of subjects of the Crown 
with Negros and Asiatics especially brought 
here for the purpose. They are acts of racial 
hatred against us the British people, promoted 
in large part by the descendants of immigrants. 
The Race Relations Act of 1965 was intro- 
duced to parliament by the Russian Jew Frank 
Soskice, then Labour Attorney General. 
Further race relations acts were devised 
largely upon the prompting of the Jewish 
Board of Deputies. The Jewish Chronicle 
stated that amendments must be made to the 
Race Relations Act since the 1965 Act was not 
working as the Jews wanted it to do if it was to 
further Jewish designs. The 1976 Race 
Relations Act was passed in the Commons by 
default, with only 132 of the 635 members 
present. 124 Liberal and Labour traitors voted 
for the bill and eight Tories against it. 

To terrorise the masses into accepting racial 
integration, it was required to establish a 
network of so-called ‘human rights’ agencies, 
sometimes known as the ‘Race Relations 
Industry’. Ivor Benson writes that ‘‘the task 
was to penalise the instinctive responses of the 
local resident population in the presence of 
unassimilable neighbours who have been 
forced upon them...Hereto there are. rich 
pickings for decadent, deracinated elements 
who help to impose the tyranny, like human 
dregs who rule the roost and spend millions of 
the taxpayers’ money in Britain’s innumerable 
inner city ghettos. Nor should we omit to 
mention the zealous active connivance of 
politicians and bureaucrats whose greed for 
personal advancement is rationalised with a 
spurious humanistic ideology.” 

There are three phases in this imposition of 
race-mixing:- 

Phase 1: Unassimilable population elements 
are introduced into all white communities of 
the West as legitimate immigrants, supposedly 
because their labour is needed. 

Phase 2: Public opposition is circumvented by 
introducing the immigrants as refugees. 
Phase 3: There is started a massive and sus- 
tained campaign of mental terrorism aimed at 
suppressing every form of popular dissent and 
opposition. The campaign of terrorism has 
taken two forms, one aimed at the leadership 
and the other at the masses. Any political 
leader who dares to give voice to what his own 
people think and feel is at once made the 
target of an orchestrated campaign of vilif- 
ication, in which Jewish agencies have been 
seen to play a prominent and important part. 
Used in this campaign are swearwords such as 
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‘racist’, ‘nazi’ and ‘fascist’, while support in 
money and publicity is diverted to political 
rivals and opponents. The masses are also 
terrorised by such gangster bodies as the 
Socialist Workers’ Party, who are quite 
prepared to use violence if necessary to carry 
out their aims. 


IMMIGRATION 


The massive immigration of coloured 
people into Britain is illegal: the British 
people, subjects of the Crown, were never 
consulted about whether they wanted their 
country to become a multi-racial, multi- 
cultural one. Mrs. Thatcher deceived the 
nation in 1979 when she declared that Britain 
was becoming swamped with immigrants, 
using the fears of the subjects of the Crown to 
gain votes and giving the impression that she 
would stem the flow. Having got her party into 
government, she has done nothing to stop 
immigration but has in fact allowed vast 
numbers more immigrants into the country. 
Multi-racialism and multi-culturalism have 
been illegally and unconstitutionally imposed 
on this nation, without the consent of the 
people ever having been obtained. 


THE PUBLIC ORDER ACT OF 1986 


The Public Order Act of 1986 is yet another 
conspiracy to use an act of parliament to 
enforce multi-racialism. This act enables 
‘investigators’ to enter the homes of subjects 
of the Crown to gain evidence to initiate 
prosecutions in the courts of law against those 
offending against the new multi-racial order. 
This Act was placed before parliament by the 
then Conservative Home Secretary, the 
Lithuanian Jew Leon Brittanaski, also known 
as Leon Brittan. One of the objects of the bill 
was to prevent subjects of the Crown 
discussing and revealing Jewish power in this 
country. 


LEON BRITTAN 
Moved the infamous Public Order Act of 1986 
which gagged British patriots. 


THE NATIONALITY ACT 

The purported Nationality Act is a conspir- 
ecv to use an act of parliament to take away 
our rights as subjects of the Crown. This Act 
makes the place of a person’s birth, rather 
than his or her genetic and racial identity, the 
criterion for nationality. People of British 
stock from Canada or Australia visiting the 
Continent from Britain were surprised on 
their return to be presented with documents to 
sign marked ‘alien’, while Pakistanis and other 
Asians passed through with British passports 
as British nationals. 

This Act is to replace ethnic ancestry, which 
for generations has been the practical means 
of defining a British subject, by a definition 
resting on an accidental place of birth, and to 
encourage the development of a nation of half- 
breeds, swamping and destroying the British 
people and their customs. 

In Section 198 (N2) of The Common Law of 
England, Sir Edward Coke states: *‘Persons 
born beyond the seas, if their fathers or 
paternal grandfathers were natural born 
subjects, are likewise made so, though with an 
exception of some unfavourable persons... 
Liegeus is ever taken fora natural born subject 
...Liegeance, a liegando, being the highest and 
greatest obligation of duty and obedience that 
can be. Liegeance is the true and faithful 
obedience of a liegman or subject to his liege 
lord or sovereign. Allegiance is born of faith: 
allegiance is the essential law.”’ 

Until William Whitelaw’s Nationality Act, 
we have been subjects of the Crown and under 
the protection of the Crown. This Act seeks to 
deprive us of this and make us merely British 
citizens. This Act, together with the European 
Communities Act and the Treaty of Rome, 
aims at destroying the British Monarchy as 
soon as possible. It is High Treason. 

By signing the United Nations Charter in 
1946 and passing an act before parliament, so- 
called ‘British’ politicians were obliged to 
carry out the terms of of the Charter, which 
entails the mixing of the races of the world to 
form as far as possible a uniform population 
and the consequent eradication of the British 
aud other white races whom the planners 
regard, together with Christianity, as the main 
obstacles to the establishment of a totalitarian 
one-world government. 

The United Nations Charter was drafted by 
Alger Hiss, a communist and convicted Soviet 
agent. Hiss occupied the directional chair at 
the organisational conference of the United 
Nations. Such people are aiming at the 
genocide of the white race. 

By this purported Nationality Act, the 
Queen is no longer our Queen, and we are no 
longer her subjects. If we are no longer the 
subjects of the Crown, this Act deprives us of 
the protection of the Crown, for, according to 
the patent rolls of the Statute of Northampton, 
1328, it is the duty of the Monarch to protect 
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SIR: I read R.J. Malcolm’s letter last month in 
which he remarked on the fact that a large 
proportion of those who attended the BNP 
Annual Rally were young people. I was not 
surprised! 

I recently attended a non-political social 
gathering in Glasgow at which most of the 
people were aged between 16 and 25. During 
the course of the evening I was approached by 
about a dozen of these (who knew that I had 
nationalist views), and was asked about 
various points of nationalist policy. 

Of these dozen or so young people all but 
one asked about the BNP in particular, thus 
showing that the BNP is seen in the eves of 
most young Britons as the premier nationalist 
party. 

ANDREW HARDIE 
Carluke, Lanarks. 


SIR: I have just returned from three weeks in 
Malawi and Zimbabwe, as they are now 
called, and can only relate what disturbing and 
depressing circumstances obtain in both 
countries. 

I formerly lived in Malawi and had two 
daughters at school in Rhodesia. Twelve years 
have passed, and all that the Rhodesians 
fought for — civilised standards of law, 
education and society — have gone into an 
irreparable decline. Salisbury, once a jewel on 
the high veld, is now assuming the appearance 
of cities like Lusaka (Zambia): the misnamed 
streets, accumulating rubbish, beggars and 
‘bums’ lounging around, and everywhere the 
air of general and increasing neglect. 

In the news issue of Africa South, a mouth- 
piece for the Blacks, it is stated in the October 
1990 issue that 60 per-cent of the personnel of 
the armed forces of Zimbabwe have been 
found to be HIV positive, in other words to 
have AIDS. At the same time, neighbouring 
Malawi is described in a recent issue of Der 
Spiegel as the AIDS centre of Africa. 


T.D. FOSTER 
Schwabmunchen, Germany 


SIR: I have seen no reader comment on vour 
‘What We Think’ item entitled ‘Military 
Nonsense’ in the July issue, and I think an 
alternative viewpoint is called for. 

The two most economically successful 
countries in the world today are Japan and 
Germany, our erstwhile enemies (good 
examples of losing thhe war but winning the 
peace!). Not all of this success can of course be 
put down to the fact that they are both severely 
restricted in the size of their armed forces, but 


it is well established and obvious that this has a 
great deal to do with it. 

Britain (now the ‘poor man’ of Europe) on 
the contrary spends a greater proportion of her 
GNP on armaments than any of her NATO 
allies, and the effect of this on her economv 
and manufacturing industry are all too clear to 
see — even allowing for government mis- 
management. 

Your article maintains that cuts in our 
defence industries would lead them to 
insolvency. Rather would I argue that it would 
free them to manufacture many of the 
products which at present we import, besides 
boosting our export trade and improving our 
lamentable trade balance. 

I fear also that there is little hope for peace 
and disarmament if every country tries to 
justify its armed forces on the basis of such 
abstract values as “reservoirs of a stronger 


patriotism and _ national consciousness,” 
“producing a better tvpe of citizen.” 
“manhood,” “discipline,” etc. — worthy 


qualities though these are, but surely achiev- 
able by other means, such as _ vouth 
movements, Scouts, etc. 

Of course we must maintain our armed 
forces to a reasonable ievel to deal with 
emergencies such as the Falklands and Gulf 
crises (whether one approves of these 
particular ventures or not) but these should 
not require anything like the level of forces 
which we maintain at present, particularly 
when used, as thev should be, as part of an 
international or NATO force. 

If our forces in Europe are not required anv 
more (and according to vour article they never 
were so required) it would be pertinent to ask 
what type of military action is envisaged in the 
future which requires not merely the same but 
even larger armed forces now that the Soviet 
‘threat’ no longer exists. 

I am not, by the wav, a member of the 
‘pacifist’ or ‘anti-military’ lobby, nor am I a 
‘subversive or ‘traitor’, having served in three 
theatres in World War II as an RAF pilot! 

J.M. TAYLOR 
London W.11 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: It is quite impossible to 
make comparisons between Britain’s defence 
expenditure and that of other nations on the 
basis of portions of the gross national product. 
The GNPs of both Germany and Japan. for 
instance. are vastly greater per head than is our 
own. Defence expenditure can only realistically 
be related to needs of national security. and 
these have no relationship to current GNP. 

To Mr. Taylor’s question as to what type of 
military action is envisaged in the future which 
requires larger armed forces, the answer is con- 
tained in the original article. in which it was 
said: **... we should call into question the whole 
policy of regulating our commitment to 
national defence in accordance solely with our 
estimate of possible sources of future conflict. 
World events simply do not occur with that kind 
slide-rule predictabilitv.’’ However. if it is 
predictability that Mr. Tavlor requires. some 
hint of possible future conflict is provided a 
little further on in the article. where it said that: 
““Tf...a major conflict came to embroil Britain it 
would most likelv arise from a turnabout in 
British policy whereby. for the first time in a 
long while. this country began to act in accord- 
ance with its true national interest — in which 
case powerful forces around the world would 
do their best to involve us ina war by which they 
might destrov us.’’ Would such forces as those 
described do as indicated in such a situation? 
We have onlv to look at the present Gulf crisis 
to see that they are now doing exactly that — to 
Iraq. Iraq. as we ought to know, is not being 
confronted with the military might of the 
western powers because she has invaded 
Kuwait; she is being confronted because she is 
perceived as a threat to the ‘new world order’ 
which menaces all sovereign nations. Were 
Britain to begin acting in its own national 
interest, as envisaged, it too would ipso facto be 
similarly perceived as a threat to the same ‘new’ 
world order’. and would most certainly find 
herself ina position in which the agents of that 
‘world order’ would contrive to manoeuvre her 
nto a war. In such a situation she would 
undoubtedly need tar greater military strength 
than she presently possesses.) 
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THE ELEVENTH HOUR (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP leader 
in prison, this is the book all nationalists have been 
waiting for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 
appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 
NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon makind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 
THE ZIONIST FACTOR (Ivor Benson) £9.75. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 
THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 
DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 
THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 
RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 
RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true: 
1970, 16pp. 
THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stewart) 
£7.95. A witting and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashion that are threatening our 
future. 1980, 246pp. _ 
THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 
THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — and 
not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition 
1981, 613pp. 
RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue has 
been suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 
VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The* 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
WHAT 1992 REALLY MEANS (Dr. Brian Burkitt & 
‘Mark Baimbridge) £1.50. Two academic economists 
show the dangers to Britain from involvement in the 
single E market. A booklet packed with facts and 
figures. 1989, 44p. 
THE FORCED WAR (David L. Hoggan) £31.00. The 
book which revisionists have been awaiting for years. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “...the first 
fenton study of responsibility for the causes of the 
World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
this subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 
'THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.90. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. ~ 
TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
. Text of amemorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the govern- 
ment by members of subversive or criminal organis- 
ations for ‘the purpose of furthering the interests of 
those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 
A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
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66p. 

THEY DARE TO SPEAK OUT* (Paul Findley) 
£12.95. The author was an Illinois Congressman for 20 
years until he fell foul of the Israeli lobby. This book 
describes the stranglehold of Zionist power over 
American politicians, academics and media. Even those 
familiar with the subject will find this book a revelation. 
1985, 362pp. 

THE ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK. £2.00. A 12- 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £7.60. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 

THE LEUCHTER REPORT (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in effect, 
testified that such installations could not have existed in 
German-occupied Europe before or during 1939-45. 
1988, 66pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER* (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. i 

VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST* (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £9.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 


THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 


Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the’ 


jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing defence 


‘of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. = 
THE BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL. 


VANGUARD. £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting 
nationalist articles published between 1970 and 1982 in 
two uncompromising US magazines. 217 large pages. 
STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little-known state documents that throw 
muth light on recent history. 1975, 19|pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history 
that have not found their way into textbooks or news- 
papers. 1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£12.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little-known and long- 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£3.25. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad). £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but other 
topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the 
exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


KACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. A further 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 
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CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. 

AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
calieection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in: 1953. The new themes are titled “Zionism 


‘Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 


THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian school- 
teacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 10Ipp. 

THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE. ON EARTH?.- 


(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey. 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983. 
94pp. 

THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 
1986, 79pp. 


‘BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 


articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £3.60. 
Developments in Africa, particularly ‘Zimbabwe’, since 
1960, set against a background of the forces at work in 
the world as a whole. 2nd ed. 1984, 112pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many of 
which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly. controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591 pp. 

GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 

THE MURDER OF BRITISH INDUSTRY: (John 
Boyd) 75p. An exposure of the catastrophic economic 
and industrial effects of Britain’s membership of the 
EEC. 1987, 16pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist in 
today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 
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THE ELITE (Barbara Cole) £8.75. The exciting story 
of:the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its campaign 
against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

THE BARNES TRILOGY (Harry: Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout; 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first 
appeared in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this 
combined edition is dated 1979, with 133pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

THE BABYLONIAN WOE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and their 


effects on the events of ancient history, written in the 
light of the present day. 1975, 25Opp. 

THE NAKED CAPITALIST (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 

THE ARTHURIAN LEGENDS. £6.95. A beautifully 
illustrated anthology of Arthurian literature from 
Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. A ‘must’ for 
lovers of our national legends. 1979, 224pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 


UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £4.70. The links between, 


Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution are 
proved beyond all question by an established scholar. 
1974, 228pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 


(Anthony C. Sutton) £4.70. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links between 
finance and politics. Read what he says and decide for 
yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

THE FRENCH REVOLUTION (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much-needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, Roose- 
velt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for Pearl 
Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW) 


BNP Statement of Policy 


A resume of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 24p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 44p post-free. 


BNP Badges 
British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. Price: £1.25 post-free. 


BNP key rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP cloth logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Suitable 
for sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP leaflets (two-sided) 


How to spot a red teacher. Updated reprint of an old 
nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. 

The great Tory con-trick. Leaflet exposing the way the 
Tories are currently trying to woo the people with 
patriotic and ‘right-wing’ slogans, while their underlying 
policies are leading to the destruction of Britain. 

Unite with your friends or perish! Leaflet appealing to 
loyalist Ulster people to join forces with their supporters 
on the mainland. Lists BNP policies for Northern 
Ireland. 


These leaflets cost £6.00 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.60 for 1,000 and £3.00 for 2,000. 


BNP leaflets (one-sided) 


Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how vast numbers of British jobs 
are being destroyed by the international free-trade 
policies of successive governments. A brief and concise 
argument for economic nationalism. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty tor the killers of little children. 

If we were black... Reprint, updated, of a previous BNP 
leaflet, drawing attention ‘to special favours and 
privileges granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
and local government. and calling on Whites — 
particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 
Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants coming 
into Britain and calling for repatriation. 

Muiti-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Derelict Britain. Leaflet with photo exhibiting rotting 
urban landscape, calling upon people to help fight against 
the politicians who have brought this about. Mentions 
unemployment, bad housing, immigration, crime, etc. 
Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting loyalists in Northern 
Ireland and listing BNP policies for the province. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.60 for 1,000 and £3.00 for 2,000. 


BNP posters 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 

What’s happened to free h? Update of poster 
first produced in 1986 showing how the state is trying to 
silence those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. 
Drawing of white man-with gag. 

Support White South Africa. This slogan in large white 
letters on blue background. 


These posters measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Each contains 


the BNP name and address and logo in red, white and. 


blue. Prices: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 
at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage should be 
estimated on the basis of one poster weighing Ug. 


BNP stickers 


With slogans:- 

Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 

Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers: (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! eee 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulstei 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Stickers measure 3.5in x 2.5in and are available in 

gummed-backed_ or self-adhesive form, each 

containing BNP name and address and logo in red, 

white and blue. Gummed-back stickers cost £4.00 ver 

1,000 or 40p per 100, self-uwdhesive £1.50 per 1v0. 

Postage costs 26p per 100. 


BNP recordings 


Rally ’89. 3-hour video-recording of BNP London rally, 
October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches by John 
Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony Morgan, David Bruce, 
Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds and John Tyndall. 
Rally ’87. 2%-hour video-recording of BNP London 
rally, October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches by 
Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Pete 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Staniey Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Price of videos: £15 plus 71p p&p. 

Rally ‘82. Sound recording of BNP rally in London, 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was ‘Unite and 
fight for Britain’s future!’ 

Side |: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 


Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Tyndall Speaks I: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about the 
worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British stock). 
Side 2: Talk on Britain’s economic crisis’ (récorded in 
1981). 

Tyndal. Speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘The case for nationalism’ (the intet- 
nationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (analysis. of 
World War II). 

Tyndall Speaks III: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘Why we must repatriate’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Foundations of the national community’ 
(discourse on racial nationalism and its concepts of 
government and citizenship). 

Tyndall Speaks FV: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘The way to full employment’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘The racial time-bomb’ (A thorough 
demolition of the multi-racialist point of view and a 
warning of the dire consequences facing Britain if the 
multi-racial éxperiment is not ended). 


Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 26p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH B.N.P. 
(Orders with cash to 9 Johnson Place, 
Norwich NR2 2SA) 


BNP beer mats with large red, white and blue party logo 
and party name and address in blue on white background. 
Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for nationalist 
socials. 


Samples for £1 or packs at: £5/£10/£20 (incl. postage} 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


© 


BNP, P.O. Box 46, London SE23 2LS 


B.N.P BEER MAT 
See sample on right 


White china coffee mugs with famous red, white and blue 
3NP logo on front and back. The mugs have a half pint 
capacity. and fully washable and British-made. 

1-5 mugs at £2.25 each;-6-15 mugs at £2.00 each; 10- 
plus mugs at £1.75 each. Price does not include 
postage — please return postage cost on receipt of your 
parcel. 


Candour 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton tc 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: £6.00 per year 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants 
GU33 7DD. 


Behind the News 

Highly informative newsletter, edited by Ivor Benson, 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 
to: PO Box 130, Flesherton. Ontario NOC 1E0, Canada 
From South Atrica to: PU Box 1564, Krugersdorp 1740. 
Behind the News is a ‘must’ for your reading table. 


The Truth at Last 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1. Write to: PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 
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BNP plan for general election 


AFTER CAREFUL DELIBERATION, the 
British National Party has finally adopted a 
definite strategy for contesting the next 
general election. The strategy will be based on 
the principle that the party considers the top 
priority to be to obtain the highest possible 
vote in each seat contested rather than to 
contest the maximum number of seats. 

Accordingly, the party is setting an immed- 
iate target of contesting 10 seats in the event of 
the election being in 1991. It is hoped to raise 
this target to 15, and possibly 20, seats should 
the election not be held until 1992. 

Consultations are now going on with 
regional leaders around the country as to 
which seats will be fought. However, provis- 
ional targets are likely to be: London (3 seats), 
East Midlands (2 seats) and West Midlands, 
Yorkshire, Lancashire, North East England 
and Scotland (1 seat each). 

The discussions preceding this decision 
ranged around the respective merits of target- 
ing to fight 50-plus seats and thus qualifv for 
broadcasting time, in which case the concen- 
tration of forces in each individual seat would 
be strictly limited (and in some cases non- 
existent), and therefore the votes obtained 
would be likely to be very low; alternatively, 
the targeting of a much lesser number of seats, 
making possible a greater concentration of 
forces and a maximising of potential votes. 

The final decision to adopt the latter 
strategy was taken by the party Chairman 
John Tyndall after hearing the views of a 
number of senior partv officers. It is only right 
to say that these views were not unanimous, 
but once the decision was made all agreed to 
support it and work to carry the strategy out. 

The chief considerations making for this 
decision were as follows:- 


(1) The positive effect of TV and radio broad- 
casts is greatly reduced if these are followed by 
derisory votes in the seats contested. This was 
indeed the experience of the party in the 
general election of 1983, when it fought over 
50 seats and obtained broadcasting time. 


British Nationalist 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 42p (covering p&p). 
Subscription for 12 issues is £5.40 (British 
Isles) or £7.40 (overseas surface-mail). Bulk 
rates are as follows:- 


10 copies £2.50 
25 copies £5.50 + £2.52 post 
50 copies £10.00 + £3.15 post 
100 copies £17.50 + £4.00 post 
£4.30 post 
200 copies £30.00 +; £5.00 post 
300 copies £42.00 +- £6.05 post 
400 copies £55.00 +- £6.05 post 
500 copies £65.00 ) Bulk rates 

1,000 copies £125.00 ) bv Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
Please keep orders and enquiries concerning 
British Nationalist entirely separate from 
other correspondence in order to avoid 
confusion and delay. 


+ 87p post 


150 copies £25.00 + 
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(2) The experience of the 1983 election also 
established that a very large portion of those 
enquiring about the party as a result of the TV 
and radio broadcasts were of doubtful quality 
and commitment. Manv of them were 
enquiring out of pure curiosity and were not 
disposed to join under anv circumstances. On 
the other hand, those with a high degree of 
political commitment and who are potential 
supporters of the party will find a wavy of 
locating it regardless. The number of enquiries 
received in 1983 through the broadcasts was 
high, but the proportion of these who actuallv 
joined was low. 

(3) On the other hand, there is everv indic- 
ation at present that a good performance in the 
seats the partv does fight will itself generate 
considerable publicity which will greatly 
compensate for the forfeiting of election 
broadcasts. 

(4) Past experience has shown that election 
broadcasts do not themselves put a partv on 
the map publicitywise; what does this is 
repeated publicity over a prolonged period, of 
which broadcasts are undoubtedly a verv 
useful part but not the be-all and end-all. 

(5) The BNP is currently not failing to win 
large-scale media coverage, both on a regional 


TYNDALL AT 
HILLINGDON 


HILLINGDON BRANCH of the British 
National Party is spearheading the develop- 
ment of the BNP in the western half of the 
Greater London area. Up to a short time ago, 
the party had been extremely weak in West 
London, with very few members and no 
organised units. All this has changed in recent 
months, and there is now a great deal of BNP 
activity in several boroughs. 

Party leader John Tyndall addressed a 
meeting of Hillingdon branch on Tuesday, 
November 20th. About 60 were in attendance, 
all but 10 of them coming from the West 
London area. Mr. Tyndall spoke mainly about 
the current power struggle within the Tory 
Party and how badly it reflected on the state of 
politics in Britain. Whether Mrs. Thatcher 
survived or was replaced, he said, would make 
no basic difference to the downward drift of 
national affairs. 

Also speaking at the meeting were David 
Bruce and Tony Wells, both of whom stressed 
the need for more activity in the area. 

A really superb collection raised just over 
£200, which will go towards financing the 
putting up of a candidate in Hounslow, 
Feltham & Heston constituency in the next 
general election. 

The meeting was chaired by Michael 
O’Rourke and ably organised bv _ local 
Organiser Andrew Edgington. 


Are there any surviving pre-war members of 
the old IFL still around? Contact would be 
welcomed. 

State branch and branch leader’s name when 
replying, and give your own telephone number. 
Reply to Box 88, Spearhead. 


and national scale. It has less need of broad- 
casting time than would be the case if it was not 
receiving this coverage. 

(6) What is needed todav by the nationalist 
movement is not a public awareness that it 
exists — there is already widespread aware- 
ness of this; what is needed most of all is that 
the movement can demonstrate that it has the 
potential eventually to win — something in 
which at present few among the general public 
believe. Success is built on success. The more 
votes a party receives, the more people will be 
encouraged to vote for it in the future, and 
indeed to join it as members. Our enemies do 
not care how much publicity we receive as long 
as the view persists among the public that we 
can never win; and this view will persist if at 
the next general election the nationalist 
movement is branded with vet more failure. 
(7) To contest 50 seats and qualify for broad- 
casting time will cost the party a minimum of 
£50,000, whereas to contest 10 seats properly 
may cost up to £15,000. It is believed that the 
extra £35,000 needed to buy broadcasting time 
could be better spent on other areas of 
promotion and development. 


For all these reasons, the decision has been 
taken to fight a few seats properly rather than 
many seats inadequately. From the beginning 
of the new vear, preparation for the next 
general election will constitute the main 
priority in all party activitv. 


NEW VIDEO OUT! 


We are pleased to announce that BNP 
Recordings has produced a new video. It is 
entitled Rally’, and is a two-hour film 
featuring highlights of the British National 
Party Annual Rally, which took place in 
Hainault, Essex, on October 13th and was 
reported in these columns last month. 

Rally “is produced with the aid of new and 
improved filming equipment and can be 
guaranteed to be of better quality than 
previous videos produced by the party. 

Rally ‘is available at a cost of £16.00, with 
£1.05 extra for postage. Orders to: BNP 
Recordings, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. 


Video-recording of the 
British National Party Annual 
Rally, October 13th 1990 


Hear:- 
DAVID BRUCE (Chairman) 


THE NEW SOHN PEACOCK 
VIDEO TONY WELLS 

An ideal RICHARD EDMONDS 
Yuletide JOHN TYNDALL 
present for 

family and BNP Recordings, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


friends 


Contrasting 
court verdicts 


SPEARHEAD last month carried a report of 
the savage sentences imposed on four British 
National Party supporters involved in a fracas 
with extreme left-wing activists of the Socialist 
Workers’ Party in Januarv of this vear. The 
four men, Ian McMillan, Brian Ross, Craig 
Chapman and Derek Stevenson, received 
sentences of a vear each simply for defending 
themselves against an attack by SWP 
supporters who on the occasion outnumbered 
the BNP men by about five to one. 

More recently, we have heard of the 
contrasting treatment given to four so-called 
‘anti-fascists’ arrested in Dundee last Mav on 
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Drop these men a letter! 


We now have information as to the where- 
abouts of the four BNP men sentenced each to 
one year’s imprisonment as a result of their 
part in the Glasgow fracas with the Socialist 
Workers’ Party, the news of which was 
reported last month. These are as follows:- 

Brian Ross (no. 6228), HMP Barlinnie. 
Riddrie, Glasgow. 

Ian McMillan (no. 384-90), Craig Chapman 
(no. 382-90), Derek Stevenson (no. 383-90), all 
at HMP Castle Huntly, near Long Forgan, 
Dundee. 

We urge readers to write to these men, as 
our Editor has done, with messages of support 
and encouragement. They have been made 
into ‘criminals’ only for doing their duty in 
defending the party against its enemies. If vou 
can, please also try to send the men a little 
money to help them enjoy a few of the home 
comforts while ‘inside’. 


New BNP poster 


Large three-colour poster, illustrated below: 
17.7in x 24.85in. .1-9 copies 30p each; 10-18 
copies 26p each; 20-49 copies 20p each; 50 or 
more copies 15p each. Orders to PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


TOMORROW BELONGS 
TOUS! 


BRITISHNATIONAL PARTY((C]) 


POBox 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


the occasion of the BNP rally there. The four 
were part of a mob which attacked a vanload of 
people in the citv believing them (wrongly, as 
it turned out) to be BNP supporters. The four 
appeared in court on October 26th and got off 
with nothing more than a mild ticking off from 
the Sheriff. Mr. John Beattie. Mr. Beattie, 


IS THIS BRITISH JUSTICE? 


after hearing them attempt to justify their 
thuggerv bv the claim that thev were provoked 
by the presence of the BNP ‘Nazis’ in the city, 
said: “I fought in the last war against the 
German Nazis. I was wounded and many of 
my mates were killed.”’ This, in the mind of 

Contd. on page 20 


Contact your local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organised into active units extending over most of the areas 
of the United Kingdom. Below we give a list of the main units:- 


NORTH WEST LONDON 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 


EAST LONDON 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ 


SOUTH WEST LONDON 
BCM Box 5103, London WCIN 3XX 


SOUTH EAST LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


HILLINGDON 
PO Box 275, Uxbridge, 
Middlesex UB 10 8XU 


BARKING & DAGENHAM 
PO Box 12, Dagenham, Essex RM10 7HE 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, 
Ashford TN26 30P 


EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 


SUFFOLK. 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham 


NORFOLK 
9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


MILTON KEYNES 
PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 


DEVON 
c/o GWR, Sheldon Lane, 
Dunsford, Exeter EX6 7AD 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


NORTH WALES 
PO Box 3, Llangefni, Anglesey L77 7UY 


LEICESTER 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


NOTTINGHAM 
PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


WEST NOTTS. 
PO Box 5, Eastwood, Notts. NG16 3RN 


NEWARK 
PO Box 5, Newark, Notts. NG24 3LD 


PETERBOROUGH 
PO Box 211, Peterborough, Cambs. PE3 8JE 


BIRMINGHAM © 

PO Box 771, Great Barr,, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 
LIVERPOOL 

PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 


LEEDS & BRADFORD 
PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


HUDDERSFIELD 
PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 


WAKEFIELD 
PO Box 101, Wakefield WF2 9X Y 


DARLINGTON 
PO Box 61, Darlington, Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


EDINBURGH 
PO Box 719, NWDO, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 


GLASGOW 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


PAISLEY 
PO Box 72, Paisley, Renfrew PA2 0BH 


DUNDEE 
PO Box 161, Dundee DD1 9YR 


The BNP also has units in Richmond-on-Thames, Bromley (Kent), Newmarket, Colchester, 
Reading, Gloucestershire, Bristol, Hertfordshire, Bedford, Stourbridge, North Notts., Newark, 
Mansfield, Grantham, Bolton & Bury, Warrington, Rochdale, Blackpool, Hull, Halifax, 
Dewsbury, Batley, York, Tees-side, Sunderland, Stirling, Fife, Aberdeen and Inverness. If you 
want to make contact with any of these units, or start a new unit, please write to BNP Head Office 


at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


SUPPORT FUND | 


Income from sales of our magazine is not eno . h = to c 
seheeeeeapr and administrative costs. We therefore rely 
ular donations from our supporters so that we may re 


i oivent. 


Please send all contributions to: PO Box 117, ‘Welling, : 
DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for — 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested, in wt hich _ 
case an SAE would be appreciated. __ 

Please. pass the ammunition, and keep u us in the battle! 
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Ke | LEGALISED HIGH TREASON | 
(Contd. from page 14) 


his or her subjects despite parliament. Thus 
would Britons be protected from a possible 
anti-white, anti-British parliament. By _ this 
purported Act, the Queen has been deprived 
of her titles, lands and prerogatives. We no 
longer go to war for the Crown but for parlia- 
ment. This is High Treason. 

In an article in The Independent on June 
17th 1988 reference was made to a letter 
written by the then Home Secretary, Douglas 
Hurd, in which it was made plain that Her 
Majesty the Queen is prepared to place at the 
disposal of parliament all her remaining 
prerogatives: the power to make war or peace, 
to ratify treaties, to grant honours, and so on. 
The list is formidable, embracing just about all 
those powers which remained in the hands of 
the Monarch after the ‘Glorious Revolution’ 
of 1688. The letter was written in reply to one 
by the left-winger Tony Benn. Benn had laid 
before parliament his Crown Prerogatives Bill 
to deprive the Crown of all the remainder of its 
prerogatives. 


THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES ACT 


The European Communities Act of 1972 
and the Treaty of Rome aim at destroying 
British sovereignty and the British Monarchy 
as soon as possible. ; 

This is High Treason, the penalty for which 
is death by hanging. And this is still on the 
Statute Books. Likewise, any subject of the 
Crown who knows that High Treason is being 
carried on and fails to report it is guilty of 
Misprision of High Treason, for which the 
penalty may be death: to deprive the Queen of 
her Crown or any of her dominions. 

Article 189 of the Treaty of Rome is irrecon- 
cilable with the Oath of Allegiance. There is 
an absolute constitutional case that there is no 
statute authority for the executive acts that 
have bound the United Kingdom to the 
European Economic Community. 

The High Court of the United Kingdom 
disallowed the Act which was passed by the 
House of Commons and the House of Lords 
and received the Royal Assent. This Act was 
the Shipping Act of 1988. The High Court 
referred the case to the European Court. This 
was the first case in the history of parliament 
that an act passed by both Houses of Parlia- 
ment with the Royal Assent and the regul- 
ations under it has been set aside. A British 


Court has interfered with an act of parliament 
in the interests of a foreign court. This is High 
Treason. 

We can claim that the Queen should carry 
out her coronation oath and protect us from 
alien and foreign-made laws. 

From the legal point of view, we are not in 
the Common Market, any more than constit- 
utionally a multi-racial or multi-cultural 
society. Edward Heath carried out the plans to 
get us into the Common Market hatched by 
the international financiers and multi-national 
companies, the Royal Institute for Inter- 
national Affairs and the Rothschilds to 
deceive the Queen in her grants. Many of us 
have taken the oath of allegiance to the Crown 
and to the Queen’s heirs and successors, and 
we demand protection from foreign-made 
laws. 

The Oath of Allegiance has in fact been 
taken by members of parliament, Queen’s 
Councillors, members of the judiciary, clergy 
of the Church of England and members of the 
executive. Yet many of these are working for 
our enemies, for a slave state full of debt which 


| WHAT WE THINK | 
(Contd. from page 4) 


happening in the Tory Party. There has not 
been a change of government — vet. But there 
has been a change of party leader, and this no 
doubt will be followed by the presentation, 
with much blowing of trumpets and banging of 
drums, of a change of policy. The reality will 
be that the same old racket, operated bv the 
same old gang, will carry on as before. Mrs. 
Thatcher has now been ditched because her 
credibility among the British public has sunk 
to the point at which she has become a liability 
in the fighting of the next election on which 


{S THIS BRITISH JUSTICE? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


Mr. Beattie, seemed to warrant letting the 
four walk out of court free men with no more 
than an admonishment. 

People like Beattie are simply not fit to 
preside over British courts. They are symbolic 
of the sickness that pervades this country in 
every field, including the judiciary. Let’s hope 
they do not sit on the benches for very much 
longer! 


our children will inherit. A charge of perjury 
of the Oath of Allegiance and one of High 
Treason should be laid against all those 
culprits who have allowed our Government to 
be overruled by directives coming from 
beyond the seas, from foreigners in Brussels 


.and Strasbourg. 


Any attempt to take the United Kingdom 
into the EEC is High Treason — “‘depriving 
the Queen of her lands and titles.” All 
purported MEPs qualify for hanging. The 
basic statutes of the United Kingdom are still 
in force and are in conflict with growing 
foreign control over our affairs. 

The full sovereignty of the United Kingdom 
is not now in the hands of the Queen; her 
powers were handed over by the despicable 
Edward Heath on the instructions of his 
cosmopolitan mentors. Edicts and laws can be 
sent out from Brussels and Strasbourg which 
are enforced by traitors in the United 
Kingdom. European law and Community law 
are now destroying the respective laws and 
customs of the British Realm and the very 
birthright of the British people. 


every politician’s eves are now fixed — just as 
numerous predecessors of both Tory and 
Labour parties were ditched before her and for 
precisely the same reasons. 

This magazine will be shedding no tears over 
the departure of Mrs. Thatcher. At the same time 
we might observe that the putsch by which she 
was removed was one that displayed the cesspit 
British politics at its very lowest. Whoever her 
successor may be, God help us! 


HELP NEEDED FOR 
ANOTHER COURT 
DEFENDANT! 


This is to inform all readers that BNP Book- 
shop manager and leading London activist 
Richard Edmonds has been charged with 
affray following an incident in Brick Lane, 


East London, recently when BNP paper-° 


sellers were engaged in scuffles with left- 
wingers who had come to prevent them selling 
British Nationalist. Mr. Edmonds is being 
represented in his case and will be confronted 
with some legal bills. Some help has already 
been given towards these but a further £100 is 
required. We hope very much that readers will 
respond with donations. Please mark cheques 
and POs ‘Richard Edmonds Defence Fund’ 
and send them to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 30p for information pack to:- 


P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING 
KENT DA16 3DW 


(Telephone enquiries to 081 316 4721) 
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